April 5, 1919 








NOTICE 


TO 


SOLICITORS 


Advances upon 


Stocks & Shares 








be entertained upon 
by the 


LEGAL AND GENERAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


will 


favourable terms 





The transactions can be 
expeditiously 
cheaply, and full 
will be — sent 


carried out 


and 


particulars 


upon application to 


No. 10, FLEET STREET, 
LONDON, E.C. 4. 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 63.] 403 








The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, APRIL 5, 1919. 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 
£2 12s. ; by Post, £2 14s.; Foreign, £2 16s. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 





e*. The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JoURNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 
GENERAL HEADINGS 


CURRENT TOPICS ........ .. 493| Tee Wark Orprom aNd ResToraticn 
THe ABSTRACTING AND PRODUCTION OF OF PasTUR LaND ol 
DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY Rx- | FXTRA-JUDICIAL WORK BY JUDORS,, 
PERBNCE IN A TITLE DED ...... 406 | WHat Atk Farm Waces an a 
THe League OF NATIONS COVENANT 408/ Law STUDENTS’ JOURNA doctunwes 
REvVisws oeeaee eves 400 | LEGAL NEWS .. W....-. ~~ 


ee Gy GD cn coasce copcccaccces GU DE EEE on saccedecccesenecnels 
GOCTMTIMG .. 0... me cece cecceesssceeeses 416] WINDING-Uvy NOTIONS ..... an 00% . 
Parson Reromm ...... 419 | CkEDITORS’ NOTIONS .......... 4... 
Tas INSTITUTE OF SHIPBROKURS ... 419| Bankruptcy NoTices ... 


Cases Reported this Week. 


Abraham v. Abraham and Harding (The King’s Proctor 
Shewing Cause) ... oh sie 

H. G. Burford & Co.'s Application, Re, and Re Trade- 
Marks Act, 1905 dea ats aie ‘i . , 

Lascelles v. Rathbun we be Be le ft 

Ross v. London County, Westminster, and Parr’s Bank 
(Limited) oi a sii aa 2 ; bj 

Westerton, Re. The Public Trustee v. Gray 





Current Topics. 


The New R.S.C. 

THe NEw Rules of the Supreme Court, which we printed 
in draft some weeks ago (ante, pp. 303, 319), have now been 
issued as final rules, and dated 3lst March, on which date 
they came into operation. 


Women as Lawyers. 


WE ARE not surprised that the voting at the spevial meet- 
ing of the Law Society, held on 28th March, of which we give 
a report elsewhere, was in favour of supporting Lord Buck- 
MASTER’S Bill. We need not attempt to summarize the argu- 
ments for and against this course. It has to be recognized 
that women can already practise as lawyers in many other 
countries—the United States, France, Canada, Australia, 
Holland, Denmark, Norway, and elsewhere*and it is diffi- 
cult for Great Britain to maintain a policy of isolation in this 
respect. The argument that women are not fit for the law 
is an @ priori one, and may well be tested by experience; and 
till it has been tested they will not ‘be satisfied. Their exclu- 
sion will be regarded as an injustice. And more weighty 
still is the consideration that the whole tendency of the time 
is in favour of the open door to women. It is one of those 
changes which are inevitable, and it is the best policy to 
accept it with a good grace. 

The New Increase of Rent, &c., Act. 

Tue NEw Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restric- 
tion) Bill received the Royal Assent on Wednesday, A fort- 
night ago (ante, p. 377) we printed the Bill as sent to the 
House of Lords, and substantially this is the form of the Act, 
though on certain points the House of Commons agreed to 
accept the amendments made in the Upper House. We hope 
the text of the Act will be printed in time for us to note 
next week the exact changes made. 


The New King’s Counsel. 

WE print elsewhere the names of the new K.C.s. Although 

the list is a long one by reason of the omission to make the 

usual appointments during the war, it will be noticed that its 
25 
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length is due entirely to promotions in the King’s Bench 
Division. Some few appointments are, no doubt, honorary, 
as in the case of the Lord Chancellor’s secretary, but most 
of the new silks are well known as common law counsel in 
London or (some few) in Lancashire. We are, perhaps, right 
in saying that Mr. Lorp and Major Mrruer have practised in 
Liverpool and Mr. Wixcare-Saut in Manchester. The appoint- 
ments apnear to be fairly distributed over the circuits. 
According to our reckoning. the South-Eastern has eight, the 
Northern seven, the North-Eastern four, the Western four, the 
Midland four, and Wales two. 


New King’s Council in Chancery Division. 

But were there is this amplitude about the common law list 
of new K.C it is auite otherwise in the Chancerv Division. 
where the only annointments are Mr. J. M. Gover. Mr. Owen 
Trovesox. Mr. J. F. W. Gaterarta, Mr. A. F. Luxwore. 
and Mr. W. Corrreopr Wrrson, the last named coming from 
Manchester 


for a sinele vear, and it is a little sineular that there has 


The list would not have heen a lone one even 


heen no greater eacerness to pass to the inner Rar in that 
Division Proheohly this is due to the well-known fact that 
much of the work of the Division does not call for the emnlov- 
ment of leadine counsel. and with davs when a list of ad- 
journed summonses is got throuch with an emntv front hench 
and davs when judges are not sittine. this is not surprising 
Moreover, even in imnortant cases the snecial art of the 
advocate mav he thrown awav and clients are anfficiently 
served hv the learning and practical knowledee of juniors 
And there is the uncertainty, too. incidental to the necessitv 
of Chancery leaders confinine themselves to a single court 
a rule which is not altowether to the advantace either of 
But we believe a change in this prac- 
tice is under consideration. 


counsel or their clients 


Valuation of Land Taken for Puhlie Purposes, 

We NotTiren at the time it was issued (ante, p. 181) the 
Report of Mr. Lestre Scottr’s Committee dealing with the 
question of the valuation of land taken for public purposes, and 
we printed (ante, pp. 249. 293) the summary of recommenda- 
tions given at the end of the Report The Acquisition of 
Land (Assessment of Compensation) Bill has now been issued 
and we print it on another page. The practice as to valuation 
has hitherto depended on the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, and 
this is all to be swept away and a completely new system intro 
duced A comparison of the Bill with the Report will shew 
that the recommendations of the Committee have been closely 
followed by the Government draftsman. Instead of ascertain- 
ment of compensation by arbitrators or a jury, there is to be 
a panel of officidl valuers, and the compensation, in case of 
dispute, will be determined by one of these to be selected in 
accordance with rules made by a Reference Committee consist- 
ing of the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the Rolls, and the 
President of the Surveyors’ Institution. Though, in accord- 
ance with the Report of the Committee, the right of the 
parties to select theic own arbitrator, if they can 
agree on one, is retained. And as to the principle: 
of compensation the Report is closely followed. There 
is to be no allowance for compulsory acquisition, that 
is, the usual 10 per cent. goes; the basis of compensa- 
tion is to be no longer the value to the owner, but ‘‘ the 
amount which the land if sold in the open market by a willing 
seller might be expected to realize ’’; special adaptability for 
the purpose in view is not to be taken into account in cases 
where the land can be only made available for such purpose in 
pursuance of statutory powers; this will cut out the law laid 
down in recent cases. such as Re Gough d Aspatria, d-c., Water 
Board (1904, 1 K. B. 4); and where the existing purpose for 
which the premises are used is not such as to give them a 
market valne—as in the case of a chanel—and reinstatement 
elsewhere is intended, the compensation may be assessed on a 
reinstatement basis. All these points are taken directly from 
the Report. and so, too, is the rule that no increase in value by 
reason of the illegal use of the premises, or their use in a 
manner detrimental to health, shall be taken into account, 








Eliminating the Lawyer. 

THE CHANGE in the assessment tribunal is accompanied by 
numerous changes in procedure, some of which are beneficial. 
Such is the provision of clause 4 for the consolidation of the 
proceedings as to claims in respect of various interests in the 
land. Where practicable, this is to be determined by the same 
official valuer, and rules may be made for providing that they 
shall all be heard together, ‘‘ with a view to enabling the 
official valuer in the first instance to determine the value of the 
land, and then to apportion the amount amonoest the persons 
interested in such manner as, having regard to their respective 
interests, he considers just.’’ Otherwise, the sum of the parts 
mav be greater than the whole, which. according to the 
mathematicians, is absurd, though we doubt whether this has 
been hitherto recognized in compensation cases. And the 
decision of the official valuer is to be open to appeal onlv on 
auestions of law. while the anpeal is not to go bevond the Hich 
Court. This. of course. will not do. for the anestions involved 
are much too imnortant to withhold from the Court of Anneal 
and the House of Lords. Indeed. we incline to think that the 
whole matter—both of fact and law—should be onen to appeal. 
And the Government must not exnect the provision that ‘‘ no 
party to the proceedings shall be allowed to annear bv counsel 
or a solicitor excent with the consent of the official valuer’’ to 
nasa unchallenged. This is another attemnt at the mistaken 
noliev of eliminating the lawver, which will, no doubt, be duly 
noticed in the proper quarters. 


The Publication of Tresties. 

THFRE APPEARED in the 77mes of 20th March an interesting 
contribution from its legal correspondent on the publication 
of treaties, suggested by the provision of Art. 23 of the draft 
League of Nations Covenant that ‘‘ every treaty or inter- 
national engagement entered into hereafter by any State 
member of the League shall be forthwith registered with the 
Secretary-General, and as soon as possible published bv him, 
and that no such treaty or international engagement shall be 
binding until so registered.’’ We have already (ante, pp. 297, 
298) noticed that this is merely applving to international law a 
practice of wide acceptance in municipal law, and it is the 
consequence of what we take now to be the general wish, 
namely, that there shall be no more secret diplomacy. This is 
the first of Mr. Wrison’s fourteen points: ‘‘ Open covenants 
of peace openly arrived at, after which there shall be no private 
international understandings of any kind, but diplomacy shall 
proceed always frankly and in the public view.’’ Current 
affairs at the Conference in Paris do not, perhaps, quite carry 
out this view, and when we relied upon it some weeks ago to 
attefnpt a summary of the progress of negotiations, we found 
ourselves obliged to stop for want of matter. The veil of 
secrecy was drawn except for plenary meetings, and plenary 
meetings were indefinitely susp»nded. But practically, it may 
be that negotiations must be secret, and only the results are 
to be made public; especially when, as is supposed to be the 
case, the negotiations are between friends profoundly divided in 
opinion, and the curiosity of the enemy is on the alert. It may 
be hoped, though, that the procedure will be different when the 
proposed terms of peace are laid before Germany, so that the 
whole world can see that they are ultimately settled so as to 
secure permanent satisfaction and acquiescence in all countries 
alike, and not to perpetuate in any a sense of injustice and 
oppression. 


A Codex Dip/omaticus. 

THE ARTICLE in the Times to which we have referred assumes 
that all treaties are in future to be published, and makes 
suggestions as to how they can be collected and made available 
in convenient form. This is already done toa very large extent 
in the great continental collection—Mankrens’ Recueil, which 
has been continued, in one form or another, since 1791, and 
which includes treaties made since 1761. It extends to about 
120 volumes of convenient size. More recent is DEscaMPs and 
Renavutt’s Recueil International des Traités du XITXe Siecle, 
which was designed to give all the treaties since 1800 and then 
successiveannua! volumes, the first of which was for 1905. These 
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are bulky volumes. So, too, are those in the series—better 
known to English students—of Hertstet’s ‘‘ Commercial 
Treaties,’’ and ‘“‘ The Map of Europe by Treaty ’’ (1814 to 
1891), to which a new volume will now have to be added. 
Anyone familiar with either of these collections will realize 
that the task of making the whole series of treaties complete 
and easily accessible is no light one. The idea may, says the 
Times correspondent, be traced back to Lersnirz, but the 
credit of presenting it in a definite shape belongs to the 
Institute of International Law. ‘‘ In 1883,’’ he says, “* it 
appointed a Commission to take measures for the publication 
of all treaties and conventions; from time to time the subject 
was considered, and a plan was carefully worked out.’’ But 
apparently the scheme was too ambitious, and it was dropped. 
The Times correspondent suggests that if it is revived to-day, 
it might take one of three forms:—(1) The publication by a 
central international body or bureau of a complete series of 
treaties: a plan, he thinks, not likely to ensure prompt 
publication ; (2) the prompt deposit by all Governments ot 
copies of treaties to which they are parties in certain centres, 
such as London, Paris, Washington ; or (3) a complete system 
of exchange of copies of treaties, with the result that every 
Government would without delay be in possession of all treaties 
entered into by other States. One of these plans should not 
be difficult to put into operation, and we are glad to note that 
the same authority suggests that this country might properly 
undertake the work. It seems, indeed, essential, at a time 
when we are entering on a new stage of international co 

operation, and upon the extension of the reign of law into all 
international relations, that there should be a complete and 
authoritative collection of the conventions which bind States 

We may note that Art. 24 of the draft Covenant authorizes 
the reconsideration of treaties which have become inapplicable 


Meaning of ‘‘ Personal Estate’’ in Lord 
Kingsdown’s Act, 


In Re Lyne’s Settlement Trusts (1919, 1 Ch. 80) a long 
argument took place before the Court of Appeal as to the 
meaning of ‘‘ personal estate’’ in Lord Kinespown’s Act. 
The Court of Appeal, reversing Peterson, J., finally held that 
a settled fund, now invested in freehold hereditaments on 
trust for sale, and representing money which had orginally 
been settled with power to invest in land, was ‘‘ persona! 
estate ’’ within Lord Kincspown’s Act—the Wills Act, 1861. 
The testatrix, a British subject, had executed in France a 
holograph will in French form, unattested, by which she 
bequeathed all her property to a legatee. This will, by Lord 
Kincspown’s Act, was valid ‘‘as regards personal estate,’’ 
being executed in accordance with the law of the place where 
it was made. The question was, did it operate to pass the 
fund which was at the testatrix’s disposal. The Act of 1861 
contains no definition of ‘‘ personal estate.’’ The Wills Act, 
1837, does contain one, and personal estate in that Act extends 
to ‘‘ leasehold estates and other chattels real, and also to 
moneys, shares of Government and other funds, securities for 
money (not being real estates), debts, choses in action, rights, 
credits, goods, and all other property whatsoever which by 
law devolves upon the executor or administrator.’’ The 
Master of the Rolls (with whom Dvuxe, L.J., and Eve, J., 
agreed) thought that the fund in question was property that 
would have devolved on the executor, and that being an 
interest in the proceeds of sale of realty held upon trust for 
sale, it was ‘‘ personal estate,”’ both within the Wills Act, 
1837, and Lord Kincspown’s Act, and therefore that it 
passed by the will in French form. Reliance was placed on the 
case of Du Hourmelin v. Sheldon (1838, 1 Beav. 79, 4 M. & 
Cr. 525), where aliens were held entitled to take the proceeds 
of sale of land, though aliens could not then have taken a 
devise of land. It seems strange that the scope of Lord 
Kincspown’s Act should at this time of day thus require 
elucidation, and it would have been unfortunate if the will had 
not had its intended effect given to :t thro gh a narrow con- 





Commission on ‘‘ Repeat" Orders, 

THe contract of Commission-Agency has usually been 
regarded by our law simply as an ordinary contractual obliga- 
tion, imposing rights and duties upon both parties, and not as 
creating any Spt “ ial relationship of status bet ween the pi incipal 
and the agent. Such special status existed in Roman Law, 


where ‘‘mandatum,’’ hke marriage, was merely the con- 
tractual gateway to a status of a permanent or quasi-permanent 
kind. In one respect, however, our law treats agency as some- 


thing more than a mere contract, indeed as conferring quasi- 
property rights on the agent of a kind analogous to those which 
the owner of patent rights possesses as against a licensee, 
of the agent may have incidents attached 
to it which almost amount to the agent 
may be regarded as selling the goodwill of his clientele and 
connection to the principal in return for a royalty, called 

commission,’’ on each order from a person introduced by 
him. This view explains the, at first sight, anomalous and 
unsatisfactory position of a commission-agent who is entitled 
orders from a client he intro- 
duces, even after the agency has terminated. This was first 
decided in 1889, in Bilbee v. Ham d& Co. (5 T. R. 677); 
but that case was long considered doubtful: see Morris vy. 
Hunt d& Co. (1896, 12 T. L. R. 187) and Weare vy. 
Brimsdown Seed Co. (1910, 103 L. T. 429). The question 
arose also in the Chancery Division two years ago in Levy v. 
Godhill (1917, 2 Ch. 297), where Peterson, J., definitely laid 
down the rule that the right to commission on “ repeat ”’ 
orders does not end with the expiry of the agency, even if it is 
revocable without notice, in fact a mere ‘‘ agency at will.”’ 
And the same point has just come up in the Commercial Court 
before BAILHAC HE, Bes in Crambh Vv. Goodwin (1919, W N 87 1 
and that learned Judge has felt. reluctantly compelled to follow 
his equity brother He refused, however, to apply the 
doctrine to the full extent claimed by the agent. The latter 
contended that, whenever during the agency he introduced a 
customer—who afterwards gave orders—he was entitled to 


The ‘‘ commission 


‘ royalties’’—+1.e., 


to a commission on all ‘‘ repeat 7 


commission on these orders, whether or not any order had been 
In other 
words, the introduction was sufficient consideration for a 
This view, 


given while the relationship of agency still subsisted 


rovalty on all future orders due to its goodwill 
logical though it is, c¢ rtainly goes rather far, and the learned 
Judge refused to accept the contention. Only ‘‘ repeat ”’ 
orders carry the burden of a commission, he held, and a 

repeat ’’ order means the repetition of an order given during 
the agency, not an order given for the first time after the 
agency has expired. 


Quia Timet Actions. * 

OF LATE years owing, it would seem, to a misapprehension 
as to the trend of some recent decisions, there has been an 
impression in some quarters that the old remedy by qguza timet 
action has been to .ome extent abrogated, This notion, 
though never very clearly defined, does not appear to have 
gone so far as to do away with the relief altogether; but it 
was thought that in certain cases, especially in light and air 
cases, the courts would no longer entertain such an action. 
There seems to have been little ground for the misapprehen- 
sion, and primd facie it would seem improbable that a relief 
so urgently called for in certain cases, where no other remedy 
would be adequate, should be refused, or even discounten- 
anced by the Court. The remedy is a very old one, and in 
substance, though not in form, may be said to have existed 
some centuries ago in what were called ‘‘ writs of preven- 
tion.’’ In later times we find it laid down by Lord REDEs- 
DALE that a court of equity will prevent injury in some cases 
ly interposing, before any actual injury has been suffered, by 
a bill quia timet in analogy to proceedings at the common 
law, where in some cases a writ may be maintained before 
any molestation; thus a surety may file a bill to compel the 
debtor to pay the debt whether the surety has been sued for 
it or not. In such cases there is no question as to the right 
to relief; it is in applications to restrain nuisances that the 





struction being placed on the words ‘‘ personal estate.”’ 
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doubt has arisen. In the recent case of Litchfield, Speer, & 
Schuster v. Queen Anne’s Gate Syndicate (ante, p. 390), 
which was a quia timet action in respect of ancient lights, it 
was argued that the plaintiffs had no‘cause of action; but 
P. UO. LAWRENCE, J., said that, in his opinion, the decision 
in Volls v. Home and Colonial Stores (1904, A. C. 179) had 
not abrogated the jurisdiction of the Court to entertain quia 
timet actions, and the principles applicable to such actions 
were not in doubt. Perhaps there never was much doubt, 
but it is useful to have a judicial pronouncement on the 
point. The jurisdiction therefore is clear; but it should be 
added that the relief is not very readily granted, and in 
order to obtain it the plaintiff must be “¢° to shew imminent 
danger of a substantial kind for which damages will be no 
adequate redress. That was decided in Fletcher v. Bealey 
(28 Ch. D. 688) and other cases, and seems to be now 
settled law, 





Leave to Appeal from a “Judge.” 

A curious difference between the practice of the Chancery 
Division and the King’s Bench Division in respect of appeals 
against the award of arbitrators was pointed out by the Court 
of Appeal in 7. A. Ruf & Co. (Limited) v. Pauwel (1919, 
W.N. 83). A dispute arising out of a contract containing the 
usual submission to arbitration clause was referred to arbi- 
trators. They made an award, but on motion to set it aside 
the Divisional Court made the order prayed for; the ground 
of the motion was an “‘ error of law apparent on the face of the 
award.’’ From this motion the aggrieved party appealed with- 
out having applied for leave. A motion to set aside an award 
is interlocutory: Re Uroasdell and Cammell, Laird, & Co. 
(1906, 2 K. B. 56%); and on the hearing of the appeal a pre- 
liminary objection was taken, on the ground that in such cases 
leave to appeal is necessary under section 1 (1) (b) of the 
Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894. Under that section leave 
is required for every interlocutory appeal from a ‘‘ Judge,’’ 
except in six cases: (1) liberty of the subject and custody of 
infants, (2) injunctions or receivers, (3) claims of creditors or 
contributories in bankruptcies, &c., (4) matrimonial or 
Admiralty decrees, (5) special cases, (6) other cases to be pre- 
scribed by Rules of Court. The question was whether the 
Divisional Court is a ‘‘ Judge ’’ within the meaning of the sub- 
section, and the Court of Appeal held that he was not. Buta 
Chancery Judge has power to set aside an award, and if he does 
so, leave to appeal from his decision is probably necessary ; so 
Lord Justice Bankes stated, in giving the decision of the 
Court of Appeal. 








The Abstracting and Production of 
Documents Incorporated by Refe- 


rence in a Title Deed. 


[7 is submitted, that, in the investigation of title by a purchaser 
of land, the vendor is bound to abstract and produce, not 
only every deed forming a part of the title which he has con- 
tracted to shew, but also every document incorporated by 
reference in any of those deeds. A document may be said to 
be incorporated by reference in a deed when certain of the 
provisions or words contained in the document, or the features 
of a plan drawn thereon, form a material portion of the opera- 
tive part of the deed, and such provisions, words or features 
are not set out in the deed, but are merely referred in the 
deed as being contained in the document; so that without 
seeing the document, or a copy of it, you cannot tell what that 
material portion of the operative part of the deed is, or what 
it effected or was intended to effect. It stands to reason that 
in such cases, if the deed is part of the title to be shewn on 
a sale, an abstract is properly required, not only of the deed 
itself, but also of the document referred to, to the extent of 


an abstract is rightly required, it stands to reason also that 
the abstract must be duly verified by production of the docu- 
ment in question. And it is further submitted that the pur- 
chaser is entitled to require such a document to be abstracted 
and produced, even though it were dated or made at some 
time previously to that at which it was agreed that the title 
should commence. 

Suppose, for example, that land is sold under an open con- 
tract, and a forty years’ title is abstracted previously to a deed 
of 1918, conveying the land to the then subsisting uses of a 
settlement made in 1865, which did not originally comprise 
the land sold, and that under these uses the vendor claims to 
be tenant for life or in fee. It is thought that the purchaser 
is certainly entitled to be informed what those uses are; and 
it is further submitted that the vendor is bound to prove 
what those uses are. Such information is properly given by 
abstracting those uses; but such proof can only be afforded by 
producing the settlement. And when such proof is asked for, 
it is submitted that production of the settlement is not 
required to establish what that instrument of itself effected 
as a link in the title; for the settlement did not at the time 
of its operation comprise or affect the land sold at all. But 
such production is really required because a part of its con- 
tents—namely, the statem-nt of the uses therein declared—is 
incorporated by reference in the deed of 1918, and without 
production of the settlement the vendor cannot, and does 
not, prove what the limitations of the deed of 1918 are. It 
is not, therefore, as a deed agsuring or affecting in 1865 the 
property sold that production of the settlement is required : 
it is because certain words written on the parchment which 
contains that deed are an essential part of the assurance 
made by the deed of 1918. Again, suppose it is stipulated 
on a sale that the title shall commence with an mdenture of 
mortgage dated in 1900; and in this deed the property mort- 
gaged is described in words with the addition: ‘‘ As the 
same premises are further described and delineated with 
the abuttals thereof in the plan drawn in the margin 
of an indenture’’ dated in 1890. In this case the plan 
drawn on the deed of 1890 is clearly incorporated by refer- 
ence as a part of the description contained in the deed of 
1900. It is submitted, therefore, not only that a tracing of 
this plan ought to be furnished as part of the abstract, but 
also that the purchaser would be entitled to require the deed 
of 1890 to be produced in order to prove that such tracing 
is correct. Rightly considered, the production of the earlier 
deed in each of the above cases is a simple matter of the 
verification of the abstract in respect of the deed in which the 
earlier document is incorporated ; and the earlier deed is called 
for, hot to shew that the assurance therein contained was 
actually made, and not to prove anything which took place 
before the commencement of title, but merely to establish 
that the parchment on which it is written does contain the 
words or the plan referred to in the later deed. 


These contentions may appear to be self-evident. They are, 
however, contrary to the decision of WarrineTon, J., in Re 
Arran and K. esden and Creer’ s Contract (1912, 2 Ch. 141). 
In that case land was sold in 1911 under a special condition 
that the title should commence with two mortgage deeds 
dated in 1874. By an indenture of 1910 the land sold was 
conveyed to the uses to which the lands comprised in a cer- 
tain compound settlement, consisting of six specified instru- 
ments, then stood limited by virtue of such compound settle- 
ment. The earliest of these instruments was the wil] made in 
1836 of a testator who died in 1837. The second and third 
of them were a disentailing assurance and a re-settlement 
made in 1860, and the fourth was dated in 1864. The 
vendor claimed to sell as tenant for life under this compound 
settlement in exercise of the powers of sale given by the 
Settled Land Acts, and trustees for the purposes of those Acts 
of such compound settlement had been appointed. The 
vendors abstracted and produced the last five of the instru- 
ments constituting the compound settlement, but not the will 





the provisions, words, or features of a plan contained therein, 
‘ich were to take effect as part of the deed. And if such 


of 1836. The disentailing assurance of 1860 contained a full 
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recital of the uses limited by this will. The purchasers were 
willing to accept this recital as information what these uses 
were, though they contended that the will ought to have 
Seen abstracted in chief. But they required production of 
the probate, or an office copy, of the will to prove that the 
uses, Of which they were so informed, really were those con- 
tained in the will. On a vendor and purchaser summons, 
however, taken out by the vendor, WarrincTon, J., refused 
to uphold this requisition, and made a declaration that a good 
title had been shewn. He considered that tne requisition was 
precluded by section 3 (3) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, by 
which the purchaser is not to require the production of any 
document dated or made before the time of commencement of 
title. The learned Judge said (p. 149) that in such cases 
there is, as it were, a double title—first, the chain of title 
relating to the land itself down to the time when the land 
becomes subject to the "ses of the settlement; and, secondly, 
the chain of title relating to the uses of the settlement, which 
after the conveyance of those uses becomes itself part of the 
title to the land. He noticed (p. 150) the purchaser’s con- 
tention that the will was not a document relating to the title 
tothe land, but a document afterwards incorporated in a deed 
forming part of that title—namely, the conveyance of 1910— 
but expressed the opinion that the will, if material at all, 
was material only on the ground that it was part of the title 
to the land, and that it was quite impossible to distinguish 
between one class of documents forming part of the title to 
the land and another class of such documents. And he said 
that the result was that, if the will was not part of the title, 
the purchasers were not entitled to see it, while if it was part 
of the title to the land, it was a will made before the time 
stipulated for commencement of vitie, and section 3 (3) of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, was applicable, and precluded 
the purchasers from being entitled to production or an 
abstract or a copy of it. He also said that there was no sub- 
stance in the requisition, since the disentailing deed of 1860 
contained’ a full recital of all material limitations of the will ; 
and he failed to see what possible reason there could be for 
going behind this recital at that distance of time. 

It is respectfully submitted that this decision was wrong 
It is thought that the learned Judge s suggestion—that in such 
cases there is a double title—is erroneous. It is submitted 
that the title to any land consists solely of the assurances dea} 
ing with it; that in the case before the Court there was only 
one chain of title which the vendor had to prove—namely 
that consisting of the two mortgages and the instruments sub- 
sequently assuring the land sold; and that the vendor was 
under no obligation to deduce the title, as such, to the lands 
originally comprised in the compound settlement. What he 
had to prove was that the uses contained by implication in 
the conveyance of 1910 were such as limited to him in the 
lands thereby assured the same or the like life estate, with 
ifs appendant statutory power of sale, as he enjoyed under the 
compound settlement in the lands originally comprised 
therein. Suppose that all six instruments constituting the 
compound settlement had been dated before the time « f com- 
mencement of title, is it conceivable that the Court would 
have obliged the purchasers to accept the title without their 
being abstracted and produced, when, in the absence of such 
proof, there would be nothing at all to shew that the vendor 
was, as he claimed to be, tenant for life of the land sold? 
Surely the course which the vendor took in abstracting and 
producing the last five of these instruments (including those 
dated before the commencement of title), clearly demonstrates 
that he could not expect to succeed without proving what the 
limitations incorporated in the deed of 1910 were. And the 
learned Judge himself seems to have admitted that such proof 
was necessary, for he grounded his remarks—that there was 
no substance in the purchaser’s requisition—on the fact that 
the abstracting and production of the last five instruments 
(including the disentailing assurance which recited the will) 
had in effect proved what the limitations of the compound 
settlement were. But the first reason given for his decision— 
that the abstracting and production of the will was barred by 
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section 3 (3) of the Conveyancing Act—would have exon- 
erated the vendor from proving the contents of all six of the 
instruments constituting the compound settiement i! they had 
all been dated before the commencement of title. 

It is respectiully subm.tted, first, that the proper cons.ru 
tion of this enactment 1s that it preciudes a puicuus.. 10m re 
quiring a document daved before the commencemeni oi Litie Lo 
be abstracted or produced jor the purpose of proving wnat it 
did of itself effect at its date as an assurance of the tand sold, 
and that for the purposes of that enactu.ent a deed mcor- 
porated by reference in a later deed is realiy a document ot 
the date of the deed, of which it so forms part. Suppose that 
the earlier document reterred to were a book ol precedents, 
and that by the deed of 1910 the land had been assured w 
such and the same uses in favour of the vendor, as are set 
out and contained in favour ot A. B. in such a page ol such 
a volume of Davidson's Precedents in Conveyancing. Is 
it conceivable that in such circumstances the vendor could 
have obliged the purchaser to accept the tatie without turnish- 
ing any proof what those uses were, on the ground that the 
iast edition of Davipson was pubushed belore the comu.ence- 
ment of title? And could it be contended that that book 
was in itself a link in. the chain of title (except, of course, 
as incorporated in the deed reterring to it)! But ii the uses 
limited by a deed are stated y reference, what difierence is 
there between a reference to the uses stated in some book and 
a reference to those stated in some earlier deed ? 

Secondly, it is submitted that, even if section 3 (3) 
of the Conveyancing Act rightly has the etlect ascribed 
to it by Warrinoron, J., and preciudes on the tace 
of it the production of a document dated before the 
commencement of title to prove words written therein, 
which are incorporated in a later deed forming part of 
the title, the learned Judge entirely overlooked the effect 
of sub-sections 9 and 11, of section 3, of the Conveyancing Act, 
whereby the provisions of that enactment are incorporated in 
the contract of sale by the parties’ intention, and are to have 
no greater effect as regards the enforcement of specific per- 
formance than express stipulations in the same terms. It is 
submitted that, even if the purchasers should have been 
bound by the letter of the enactment in question in proceed- 
ings to enforce the forfeiture of their deposit, they were not 
so bound in proceedings by the vendor to enforce the specific 
performance of the contract, such as the vendor’s vendor and 
purchaser summons in effect was. A stipulation obliging the 
purchaser to dispense with proof of a document incorporated by 
reference as part of a leading title deed must, it is submitted, 
be fair and explicit; agd when without such proof the later 
deed would entirely fail to shew that the vendor has the estate, 
in virtue of which he claims to be entitled to sell, there can 
be no doubt that any such stipulation would have to direct the 
purchaser’s attention very pointedly to what he was required 
to give up, or the Court would pot hold him to be bound 
thereby in proceedings at the vendor’s suit to enforce specific 
performance: see Re Marsh and Earl Granville (24 Ch. D, 11) 
and the other cases cited in Wms. V. and P., 38, 39, 
193-208, 2nd ed., discussing the effect of section 3 (3) of the 
Conveyancing Act; also Re Lloyd’s Bank (Limited) and Lil- 
lington’s Contract (1912, 1 Ch. 601, 607, 608), a decision of 
Warrincton, J., himself. It is thought that this would not 
have been disputed in the case before Warrincton, J., if ali 
six of the instruments constituting the compound settlement 
had been dated before the time of commencement of title. 


But, if so, surely the same rule must apply when one only of 
those instruments was so dated. The will of 1836 was as 
necessary to be abstracted and produced in proof of the 
uses limited by reference in the conveyance of 1910 as if it 
had been the only document therein referred to. And why 
ought the purchasers to have been content, as the learned 
Judge suggested, with secondary evidence of the contents of 





that will? It is respectfully submitted that, if (as it is con- 
tended is the case) the purchasers were entitled to require 
the vendor to prove what words written in the will of 1836 
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were incorporated by reference in the conveyance of 1910, 
then the purchasers were entitled, in the absence of any 
evidence that the will had been lost or could not be produced, 
to have the best evidence of the will, and were not bound to 
accept any recital of the contents of the will, even though 
contained in a deed over twenty years old. It is thought 
that this is established by the case of Re Wallis and Grout’: 
Contract (1906, 2 Ch. 206), where it was held by Swinren 
Eapy, J., that section 2, rule 2, of the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874, which makes recitals in deeds twenty years old 
prima facie evidence on sales, does not oblige a purchase: 
under an open contract to accept a recital in a deed twenty 
years old of an earlier deed about thirty years old as a suffi 


cient statement of the contents of the earlier deed, but he is 
entitled to have the earlier deed abstracted in chief. It is 
implied in this decision a fortiori that the purchaser is 


entitled to have the earlier deed produced to verify the 
abstract 
T. Cypriras WILiriaMs. 


The League of Nations Covenant. 
IIT, 


4 The Prohilition of War (cont.) It is generally recognized 
by those who have studied the subject that the actual prohibition 
of war is an ideal almost beyond present attainment. The League 
may provide means for lessening the probability of recourse to 
war, but, as General Smuts says in the pamphlet already referred 
to, ‘the new motif of peace must in future operate internally, con- 
stantly, inevitably from the very heart of our political organization, 
and must, so to speak, flow from the nature of things political ’’ 
(‘The League of Nations,’ p. 47). With this caution we may 
consicer the methods on which the Covenant relies to produce 
pressure in this direction And first there is the moratorium 
introdiced by Art. 12, which binds the members of the League, in 
case of a dispute which cannot be adjusted by the ordinary pro 


cesses Of diplomacy, not to resort to war “without previously 
submitting the questions and matters involved either to arbitration 
or to inquiry by the Executive Council and until three months 
after the award by the arbitrators or a recommendation by the 


Executive Council; and that they will not even then resort to war 
as against a member of the League which complies with the award 
of the arbitrators or the recommendation of the Executive Council.’ 

The latter part of the Article, it will be seen, goes beyond a 
moratorium and binds a member who is a party to the dispute not 
to refrain from war against a member who accepts the decision of 


the League and acts upon it. Then by Art. 16 any violation of 
the moratorium will put the guilty member ipso facto at war with 
all the other membe Che moratorium is described by Lord 
Paiiimore, in the Quarterly Review article to which we referred 
last week, as a most valuable piece of machinery. This mora- 
torvum is the essence of the whole matter. It must be enforced, 
subject to one qualification, by every means at the disposal of the 
League The State which violates it should be deemed hostis 


humant generis, and ipso facto at war with every other State party 
to the League; and each of those States must, in the way most 
appropriate, combine against the common foe."’ This is the plan 
adopted in the draft Covenant, 

5. The Means of Settling Dispute Che provisions of the draft 
Covenant as to submitting disputes for settlement by the League 
are contained in Arts. 13 to 15, but these are by no means so cleat 
as might be desired. The first step in case of dispute is to attempt 
to settle it by diplomacy—that is, by mutual agreement between 
the disputants. ‘That is the natural course in all cases of dispute. 
When this fails, then under Art, 13 the disputants are bound to 
submit the whole matter to arbitration, either to a Court of Arbitra- 
tion agreed upon ad hoe, or to the Court stipulated in any Con- 
vention existing between them. But the matter may be one rather 
for judicial decision than for arbitration, and for such cases Art. 14 
requires that a Permanent Court of International Justice shall be es- 
tablished in accordance with plans to be formulated by the Executive 
Council. It is a defect of the scheme that this leaves the Inter- 
national Court entirely in the air, and places its ultimate establish- 
ment with a body which it is by no means clear will command the 
confidence of the world. What, for instance, will be the authority 
of the Executive Council to establish a Court of the kind if Ger- 
many, with its great judicial reputation past and present, is to be 
left out? However, under Arts. 13 and 14 all disputes should be 
referred either to arbitration or to the Court of International 








=~ 


Justice—classed, indeed, in the draft as a sort of Court of Arbitra- 
tion, but which must be essentially different in character. : 

Then, a little oddly, Art. 15 assumes that the two previous 
Articles will not have been successful in getting the dispute sub- 
mitted either to arbitration or to the Court; that is, that the 
disputants have violated their obligation under Art. 13. “TIf,”’ it 
says, “there should arise between States members of the League 
any dispute likely to lead to a rupture which is not submitted to 
arbitration as above,” then it is to be referred to the Executive 
Council. In other words, the procedure of Art. 13 is not water- 
tight. A dispute may leak through the processes of arbitration 
and judicial decision. This, it seems-—if the parties observe their 
obligations—can only be because they cannot agree on arbitrators. 
In that case the Executive Council might at first sight be thought 
to be made the Court of Arbitration. But this is not so. Their 
function is only to attempt a settlement of the dispute, or, failing 
this, to publish a report stating what they recommend as a proper 
settlement. If the report is unanimous it is to be binding. If it 
is not unanimous, “it shall be the duty of the majority and the 
privilege of the minority to issue statements jndicating what they 
believe to be the facts and containing the recommendations which 
they consider to be just and proper.’’ Alternatively the dispute 
may be referred by the Executive Council to the Body of Delegates ; 
and they must do so at the request of either disputant. 

The procedure, thus outlined—arbitration or judicial determina- 
tion, with the alternative of a reference to the Executive Council 
or Body of Delegates for report—is halting and confused. 
It is very different from the requirement suggested by 
Lord PHitttmore in a passage we quoted last week (ante, 
p. 388), that there shall be a tribunal even ready to 
which a plaintiff can bring his complaint and _ before 
which the defendant shall be bound to appear. It agrees, how- 
ever, with the suggestion made by General Sauvuts (ubi supra, p. 68) 
that if on any ground it proves impracticable to refer a dispute to 
arbitration, either party may apply to the Council to saneiiie the 
dispute—that is, to “ascertain the facts with regard to [it] and 
make recommendations based on the merits, and calculated tosecure 
a just and lasting settlement.’’ But the recommendations would 
be addressed to the disputants and would not have the force of 
decisions. And if war was threatened, he advocated the publication 
of the recommendations, or, if they were not unanimous, of majority 
and minority statements. Here, as in most other matters, the draft 
Covenant adopts General Smuts’ suggestion. 

6. The Enforcing of Decisions.—As stated above, the first matter 
to be enforced is the moratorium under Art. 12, and by Art. 16 a 
breach of this is to place the guilty State at war with the League 
Further, when there has been an arbitration (which includes a 
hearing by the International Court), or an inquiry by the Executive 
Council (or the Body of Delegates, if the matter is referred to 
them), each disputant is bound not to resort to war as against the 
other disputant. This also is an obligation under Art. 12, and by 
virtue of Art. 16 a breach of it puts the guilty State ipso facto at 
war with all the other members. It seems, therefore, that as against 
a member complying with an award— including a judicial decision 
or a unanimous recommendation of the Executive Council, war is 
prohibited. Thus the cases of breach of the moratorium and attack 
upom a State which is obedient to a decision of the League are 
provided for. The latter case implies that the decision, although 
against the defeated and obedient party, is still not sufficient to 
satisfy the winning party. Then, as to the nature of the sanction 
in these cases. It is to be war undertaken by the rest of the 
League against the guilty member, and waged to the extent anfl 
in the manner defined by Art. 16; that is, there is to be an imme- 
diate severance of all trade and financial and other intercourse, 
and the Executive Council will recommend what effective military 
or naval force the members of the League shall severally contribut 
to the armed forces to be used to protect the covenants of the 
League. Moreover, the members agree to support one another in 
the financial and economic measures which are taken under this 

Article, in order to minimise the loss and inconvenience resulting 
from the above measures, and to support one another in resisting 
any special measures aimed at one of their number by the guilty 
State, and to afford passage through their territory to the forces of 
any of the members who are co-operating to protect the covenants 
of the League. 

For the cases falling within Art. 12 this, no doubt, gives a suffi- 
ciently formidable sanction. But it does not seem to extend 
generally to cases where a State goes to war in defiance of a decision 
of arbitrators or of the Court, or of a unanimous recommendation 
of the Council. Under Art. 13 the members agree to carry out an 
award in good faith, but a breach of this does not bring the guilty 
party within Art. 16, and no penalty seems to be sorfied save for 
the special case of a disappointed winner. And disobedience to 
a unanimous recommendation of the Executive Council only has 
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the result, under Art. 15, that “the Council shall propose the 
measures necessary to give effect to the recommendation.’’ The 
whole procedure for enforcing awards and recommendations is con- 
fusing and defective, but tnis is, perhaps, due to the inherent 
difficulties of this subject. 

We have mentioned a!so as matters of chief importance—(7) the 
proposed mandatory system, and (8) the mode of amending the 
constitution. The mandatory system is outlined in Art. 19—this 
is another case of the adcption of General Smuts’ plans; and 
amendments are provided for by Art. 26. There are also other 
matters, such as the securing of fair and humane labour conditions 
(Art. 20) and the registration of treaties (Art. 23), but we need not 
pursue the matter in further detail at present. 








Books of the Week. 


Agency.—A Digest of the Law of Agency. By Witt1am Bow- 
sTEaD, Barrister-at-Law. 6th Edition. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Income T-+x.-—The Income Tax Act, 1918. With full Notes 
and an Introduction and Index. By W. H. Ages, M.A., LL.M., 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 


The War and Internstionsl Law.— Transactions of 
the Grotius Society. Vol. 4. Problems of the War. Papers read 
before the Society in 1918. With an Appendix (The Freedom of 
the Scheldt). Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 10s. net. 


Dod’s Parliamentary Companion for 1919. Eighty-seventh year 
(95th issue). The Third Parliament of King George V., elected 
December, 1918. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons (Limited), 6s. net. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re H. G. BURFORD AND C)’S APPLICATION AND Pe TRADE- 
MARKS ACI, 1945. Nv. 1. 4th, 5h, and 13th March. 


‘Prape-MaARK—SuRNaAMe—Tureg Years User—Distincrive Mark— 
Custom or Moror-can Trape—Trape-Marxs Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, 
c. 15), 8. 9 (5). : 

Although a surname ts prima facie unsuitable for use as a trade-mark, 
strong evidence of actual user for a definite period without confusion 
over a wide area may be sufficient to prove that it has in fact become 
distinctive of the aunber’s gouds, and the Court in such a case will direct 
the application for registration to proceed. The surname *‘ Burford” 
allowed to be registered as a trade-mark for commercial motor-cars 
after three years’ user. 

Decision of Sargant, J., reversed (Scrutton, L.J., dissenting). 


Appeal by the applicants from a decision of Sargant, J., refusing to 
register the word ‘* Burford "’ as a trade-mark for commercial motor- 
cars. The facts are fully stated in the judgment of the Master of the 
Rolls Lelow. Cur. adv. vult. 

Tue Court, by a majority, allowed the appeal (Scrytton, L.J., dis- 
senting). 

Swinren Eapy M.R., in his judgment, said that the application was 
one under section 9 (5) of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, that the Registrar 
of Trade-Marks might be directed to register the word ‘‘ Burford "’ as 
a trade-mark in Class 22 for commercial motor-vehicles. Owing to the 
war the cars, or their parts, had hitherto been made by the applicants 
in the United States, but they were now beginning to manufacture in 
this country. The company had built up a large Lusiness in a short 
time, and their sales were £70,000 a year, or £210,000 in three years, 
for complete vehicles. In addition, spare ‘‘ Burford’ parts had been 
sold to a value exceeding £30,000. hat was a great result, having 
regard to the difficulties of trading caused by the war. Every vehicle 
made by the applicants from the first had the word ‘‘ Burford ”’ placed 
conspicuously upon it as a trade-mark, and the cars had Leen extensively 
advertised, anid in all the advertisements, trade catalogues, and com- 

appeared pro- 

minently as the company’s trade-mark. There was considerable 
evidence from various parts of England that among commercial com- 
panies, firms and individuals who used motor-vehicles for trade, the 
licants’ vehicles were known extensively as, and only as, “ Burford ” 
vehicles. That they were crdered by the public as “‘ Burford '’ admitted 
of no doubt It was also shewn that it was the common practice of the 
motor industry for manvfacturers to distinguish the vehicles built by 
them by some trade-mark. frequently, indeed usually, though not unt- 
versally, by the surname of the manufacturer, such as Napier, Crossley, 
Peugeot, Reuter, Austin, Talbot, Rolls-Royce, and others. All those 
Rhames. with others. were at nresent on the register as trade-marks in 
Class 22, some by direction of the Board of Trade allowing the applica- 


tion to proceed. ‘‘Daimler’’ was registered ty an order of the High 
Court, to which the Board of Traae had reterred the matter. ‘Lhe 
evidence was that the marks so registered had never been found to inter- 
fere with any legitimate use of his own name by anyone else—indeed, 
it would appear that in the motor industry such marks more readily 
became distinctive of the goods of particular manufacturers than would 
prima facie be supposed. There was also evidence from various motor 
car manufacturers, some of them competitors in trade with the ap 
plicants, that the mark had become absolutely identified with the 
applicants’ vehicles, and that when that identification had been brought 
about it was essential, not only for the protection of the manufacturer, 
but even more for the protection of the public, who relied on 
the name being only properly used, that the name should be registered 
as a trade-mark and safeguarded in every possible way. His lordship 
then quoted the evidence of Mr. W. M. Letts, a director of Crossley 
Motors (Limited), and Mr. Albert Brown, the president, and Mr. 
Thomas Woodfine, the secretary, of the Society of Motor Manufacturers 
and Traders (Limited), and said that there was therefore some evidence, 
though it was by no means conclusive, that the word “ Burford’’ was 
** adapted to distinguish *’; but even if the mark was in fact distinctive, 
the tribunal was not bound to allow the application, but had a discre- 
tion in the matter. Other circumstances must be taken into account 
before that question could be answered, of which Lord Shaw approved 
in Registrar of Trade-Marks v. W. & G. du Cros (Limited) (1915. A. C. 
624, at p. 631): ** Will the registration of the trade-mark cause sutstan- 
tial difficulty or confusion in view of the rights of user by other 
traders’ ’’ The Court knew that similar word-marks by other motor- 
car makers had been registered for years without causing any difficulty 
or confusion, even though, as in the Daimler case, the word formed part 
of the name of other companies. Again, the business of a manufacturer 
of motor-vehicles was one which required considerable works and capital 
and much plant and. machinery, and the number of such manufacturers 
in the United Kingdom was not large. The materiality of that was that 
the names of all the manufacturers were well known to the trade, and if 
there was any other person of the name of Burford already a manufac- 
turer of cars or parts. that fact would be readily ascertained. It waa 
not like the case of a trade in smaller and less expensive articles, where 
there might be numerous persons engaged in it, in different parts of the 
kingdom, ignorant of the existence of others so engaged, or of the trade- 
marks which they were using. A conspicuous instance of this occurred 
in Re Wigfutl’s T’rade-Mark (33 R. P. C. 97), where a firm locally using 
the trade-mark of a wheatsheaf in the Sheffield district were wholly un- 
aware that, outside their district, the user of the same mark was common 
to the trade. In many cases section 44 of the Act would not be a suffi- 
cient protection to traders who had used a mark extensively without 
having registered it, or who had used some trade description of their 
goods, with the continued use of which a new registration Ly some one 
else might interfere But in a manufacturing business of the 
present kind no objection on that ground could be srustained. 
Again, ‘‘ Burford’? was not a common name, and no single person 
of that name was engaged, so far as could be discovered up to the 
present, in manufacturing motor-cars, or parts of cars. Having regard 
| to the applicants’ user of the word since 1915, it was manifest (whether 
the trade-mark were registered or not) that no one now starting to 
manufacture motor vehicles, even if his surname were Burford, could 
use the word ‘Burford ”’ as his trade-mark or pass off his care as 
** Burford "’ cars without rendering himself liable to legal proceedings, 
although he could not be prevented from making and selling motor-cars 
under his own name, if the present application were allowed. 
It was urged that the registrat‘on of a surname as a trade-mark ought 
to be confined to those cases where there were not more than two or 
three individuals in England of that name. as in the T’rofens enve (1913, 
2 Ch. 545), and that practically such registration shovld be limited to 
the names of persons of foreign origin. He (his lordship) was unable 
to accept that view. Section 9 (5) was introduced because it was found 
that names were, in fact, being used as trade-marks, and in some cases 
had certainly served to distinguish the, goods of the proprietor of the 
trade-mark from those of other persons, and it was desired to extend 
the advantage gained Ly registration to those surnames which the Court 
might consider ‘ dist‘nctive marks "’ on a review of all the circumstances 
of the case. In Revistrar of Trade-Marks v. W. & G. du Croa (1913, 
A. C. 624), Lord Parker pointed out, at page 636. that initials were 
even less adanted for trade-mark purposes than names, and there was 
greater difficulty still ahout descriptive words unless they were obviously 
used in a non-descriptive sense. In the present case the weakest spot 
in the anvlicants’ case was that the mark had only been used by them 
since 1915, but, having regard to the nature and rapid growth of the 
business and the wide area over which it extended. the short period 
was not a fatal objection. When once it was established that the name 
had become distinctive, the fact that it had achieved that purnose in 
a short time ought not to prevent its registration. If the anplicante 
were to use their common law trade-mark for another twenty years, 
and then applv for registration, it would atill be open to ure the 
objection put forward that some Burford yet unbern might prise at 
some future time and enter the motor-car trade. No leneth of aser 
until there was another Burford in the field wonld meet that objection. 
Length of user, in hix opinion, was only imnortant in considering the 
nestion of fact whether the name-mark had really and truly become 
distinctive of the anplicants’ goods. In the present crse. however, 


he woe of oninion that the distinctive character of the word “ Bnrford”’ 


had been clearly proved, and that the apneal should be slowed and 





the application should be directed to proceed. 
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Scrautron, L.J., dissented. After reviewing the evidence he said that 
he did not understand that he was differing from the other members 
of the Court on any question of law, but only on the quantity of the 
evidence required to enable a monopoly to be acquired in a name which 
was not primd facie adapted to distinguish. He thought the evidence 
was not sufficient to prove distinctiveness, and that the user was too 
short 

Eve, J., delivered judgment in agreement with the Master of the 
Rolls.—Counsat, Aeriy, K.UC., and Sebastian; Auaten-Cartmell and 
G. 7. Simonds. Sowscrrorns, 4. Montague Haslip; Solicitor to Board 
of Trade 

(Reported by H Laxcronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.! 
LASCELLES v. RATHBUN. No. 2. 25th Marcel. 

Sate or Goops—Orricers’ Mess—EmMBezzLement BY Mess SecretaRY— 
CLAIM AGAINST COMMANDING OFrFfriceER—ALLEGED DELEGATION oF 
AUTHORITY—AGENT—KING'S ReGuLaTions, PaR. 1,143. 

Gocds were supplied by the plaintiff, a caterer, to the officers’ mesa of 
a brigade of which the defendant was at the time the commanding 
ofncer. The orders for the goods were given by the secretary of the 
mess committee The secretary collected the money for the mess and 
was subseque ntly sentenced on a charge of having embezzled it. The 
plaintiff sued the commanding officer for the price of the goods acld and 
delivered, alleging that by the King’s Regulations the defendant was 
personally liable, or alternatively on the ground that the orders were 
given by his agents 

Held, that the Regulations only dealt with the relations of officers 
inter se, and that as the plaint ff nad failed to establish that in supply- 
tng the goods he had given credit to the defendant, or that the relation 
of principal and agent existed at all between the defendant and the 
defaulting secretary, the action failed 


Decision of Bailhache, J (reported 35 L. 7’. Rep 242) afhrmed 


, Appeal by the plaintiff in an action brought to recover £358 odd, the 
price of gouds soid and delivered to the officers’ mess of the Reserve 


Brigade ot the Canadian Field Artillery at Shorncliife, of which the 
defendant had been the Lieutenant-Coionel in Command. The detendant 
pleaded a general denial, and alternatively said that, if he had ever 
ordered the goods, he had done so as the servant of the Crown in his 
Capacity as lieutenant-colonel, and had not incurred any personal la- 
bility. ile also pleaded that, if he had given the orders, he had done so 
in his capacity of lieutenant-colonel ony, and as the action had not 


been brought within six months he claimed the protection of section 170 
of tne Army Act and of section 1 of the Public Authorities Protection 
Act, 1895. The plaintiff, in reply, alleged that the officers’ mess was 
constituted, and its officers and servants were appointed, by the 
defendant's authority, and the persons who actually gave the orders 
were his agents. He further pleaded that in any event paragraph 1,143 
of the King’s Regulations made the defendant lable. Paragraph 1,143 
provides that ** before handing over the command of a unit . . , in 
which an officers’ mess is maintained the C.O, will send to the brigade 
commander a certificate that ali debts owing by the mess have been 
paid or that a sufficient amount is in hand to meet all liabilities. Should 
the C.O. be unabie to furnish this certificate, he will explain the reasons 
which have necessitated the contracting of the de>ts, so that the brigade 
commander may decide whether they will be paid Ly the C.O. 
or can Le taken over by his successor.’ The evidence was that at the 
time the goods were sold and delivered Captain Armstrong, the nominee 
of the defendant, was in charge of the mess and mess accounts. The 
mess was run regimentally, there being no caterer. Captain Armstrong 
collected all the money from the officers, but, instead of paying for the 
goods, appropriated it to his own use. The fraud was not discovered 
until Colonel Rathbun had been succeeded by Colonel Mills. In July, 
1916, Captain Armstrong was charged with embezzling the money and 
gentenced by court-martial. The appellant’s contention was that: this 
was not the case of an ordinary club, but the case of a community, with 
officers constantly changing, especially during the war, and that the 
eolone) was the one with fixed control, and that he was personally liable 
if debts were not paid unless the brigadier decided otherwise. Without 
calling on counsel for the respondent, 


Bankes, L.J., said that the action was tried before Bailhache, J., who 
held that the defendant was not liable. The King’s Regulations did 
not of themselves, and could not, create any liability as between the 
commanding officer and the tradesmen, or affect any liability which had 
been created between them. The Regulations were of a disciplinary 
character. Therefore, to succeed, the plaintiff must establish the neces- 
sary constitutents of a cause of action for goods sold and delivered. 
He must establish that the commanding officer either gave or authorized 
the giving of the order, and was the person to whom credit was given. 
There was no evidence which established either of those two causes of 
action. it was said that the defendant had delegated his authority to 
Captain Armstrong by assenting to his appointment as secretary of the 
mess. But on the facts no delegation of authority occurred. Trades- 
men supplied goods to the order of the mess secretary on the faith that 

* the body of officers would see that they were paid for, and, as a rule, 
that obligation was honourably carried out. In this case the appellant 
had apparently supplied the goods without any investigation to ascertain 
whether anybody would make himself personally responsible. He cer- 

. tainly failed te prove thet he ever gave credit or desired to give credit 
to the defendant personally. The appeal would be dismissed, with costa. 





Duxe, L.J., agreed that the appeal failed. 

Atkin, L.J., in concurring, pointed out that the King’s Regulations 
did not establish that the mess committee or the secretary administering 
the mess funds were acting as the agents of the C.O. A general power 
of control was given the commanding officer, Lut the Regulations coa- 
templated that the liability would be with the mess committee. The 
liability of a commanding officer of the old Volunteer Force was entirely 
different from that of a commanding officer under the King’s Regulationa, 
‘which were framed to determine matters inter se. He thovght that the 
defendant owed no duty to the plaintiff, and he agreed that the appeal 
should be dismissed.—CounseL, for the appellant, Hawke, K.C., and 
Sir Ryland Adkins; for the respondent, 2. G. Palmer. Soxicrtors, 
C. J. Smith & Hudson; Lawrence Jones & Co. 


[Reported by Easxine KReip, Barrister-et-Law.) 


Hizh Court—Chancery Division. 
Re WE3TERTON. THE PUBLIC TRUSTEE v. GRAY. Sargant, J. 
l4th, 20th, and 21st March. 


Votuntary Girt—Banker’s Deposir Note—ASssIGNMENT IN WRITING 
Jupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 25, suB-secTioN 6. 


Sub-section 6, of section 25, of the Judicature Act, 1873, has im 
proved the position of an assignee of a chose in action by enabling 
the assignee to sue in his own name for the chose in .ction independently 
of the question of whether there is valuable consideration for the assign. 
ment or not, 

Harding v. Harding (17 Q. B. D. 442) and Re Williams (1917, 1 CA. 1) 
applied, 

The section rot only alters procedure, but alters the nature of the 
thing assigned by rendering it unnecessary to invoke the intermediate 
jurisdiction of the court of equity, which was necessary before the 
Act, and accordingly does away with the condition of valuable con. 
sideration imposed by that court, 

{ sealed envelope addressed to A contained (1) a bank deposit note; 
(2) an order to such bank to pay the amount of the note to A; and (3) 
a letter to A expressing the desire to make return for kindnesses by 
giving the amount of the note. 

Held, that such documents transferred the legal right to the money 
on deposst to A. 

This was a summons taken out by agreement to determine whether 
there had been a valid gift or assignment to a Mrs. Gray or not of 6 
certain sum on deposit at a bank. The facts were these : In 1914 the 
testator had placed £500 on deposit in his own name at his bank, and 
received from the bank a deposit note for the amount with a blank form 
of receipt indorsed thereon. From 1913, till his death in 1917, the 
testator lived in apartments at Budleigh Salterton in the house of a Mrs. 
Gray, who waited on him. After the testator’s death there was found 
in his despatch box an envelope addressed to Mrs. Gray containing three 
documents—(1) the deposit note for £500, the indorsed form of receipt 
of which had not been signed by the testator; (2) the following order 
addressed to the bank : ‘‘ Pay to Mrs, Clara Gray, of 4, Cliff-terrace, the 
sum of £509 now on deposit at your Lank as per receipt No. 1,768, dated 
6th day of January, 1914, £500.—H. G. Westerton ’’ ; and (3) a letter gs 
follows : ‘‘ Dear Mrs. Gray,—You have been very kind to me, and I 
desire to make some return by giving you the amount of £500 now on 
deposit at the London County and Westminster Bank as per receipt 
enclosed. Yorrs gratefully, H. G. Westerton.”” The bank paid the 
money to the Public Trustee, and he took out this summons, 

Saraant, J., after stating the facts, said: There is a good gift to 
Mrs. Gray of the sum in question. The three documents, and_par- 
ticularly the order to the bank to pay the sum on deposit to Mrs. Gray, 
were effectual to transfer the legal right to this chose in action and to 
enable her to sue in her own name under sub-section 6, of section 25, of 
the Judicature Act, 1873. It was contended that the absence of any 
valuable consideration rendered the gift unenforceable, and no doubt 
prior to the Judicature Act, 1873, the absence of valuable consideration 
as between assignor and assignee would have been a fatal objection im 
equity if the assignee had sought to file a bill to enable her to use the 
name of the assignor in order to recover the amount from the bank. But 
in my opinion, the effect of sub-section 6, of section 25, of the Judics 
ture Act, 1875, has been to improve the position of the assignee in this 
respect by enabling the assignee to sue in her own name independently 
of the question whether the assignment was made for valuable con 
sideration or not. This view which I take is assisted by Harding ¥. 
Harding (supra), Re Griffin (1899, 1 Ch. 108), and Re Williams (supra). 
It is contended that the object of sub-section 6, of section 25, of the 
Judicature Act. 1875, is to alter procedure only, and not to alter the 
nature of the thing assigned, but if the effect of the Act is to render 
it unnecessary to invoke the intermediate jurisdiction exercised by ® 
court of equity before the Judicature Act, I see no reason for now con 
tinuing as against the assignee at law the requirement of valuable con- 
sideration which the court of equity formerly imposed as a conditios 
of granting relief. Mrs. Grav is therefore entitled to the sum in dis 
pute.—Counset, St. John Clerke; J. M. Gover; J, M. Paterson. Sour 
crrors, Parfitt & Cresewell; Coode, Kingdon Cotton, & Ward, fur 
Jackson & Parkhouse, Exeter. 

{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat-Lew.] 
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High Court—- King’s Bench Division. 
ROSS v. LONDON COUNTY, WESTMINS(TER AND PARR’S BANK 
(LIM). Bailuache, J. 12th and 13th March. 


Banker — Liapitiry — Neclicence — Evipence—Private ACCOUNT OF 
CusTOMER—PAYMENT IN OF STOLEN CueQques PAYABLE TO AND INDORSED 
sy OrriciaL or Pustic DepartTMENT—BILLS oF EXCHANGE AcT, 1882 
(45 & 46 Vicr. c. 61), s. 82. 


A customer of a bank, who had opened a private account uith a small 
sum of money of his own, having obtained cheques payable to and 
indorsed by the officer in charge of a Public Department, the Estates 
Department of the Overseas military Forces of Canada, and which 
cheques were the property of the Paymaster-General of the Canadian 
Forces, paid them into his private account. The cheques bore on their 
face tnat they were payable to the ** Officer in Charge, Estates Depart 
ment, Canadian Overseas Military Forces.” The cheques had been 
obtained from the department where the customer was employed as an 
efpcial, and he was ajterwards convicted of larceny of the cheques. 


Held, that there was negligence on the part of the bank in receiving | 


and collecting the cheques without inquiry, and crediting the customer's 
account, and that the bank was not protected by section 82 of the Bills 
of Exchange Act, 1882. 

Action in the Commercial Court. The plaintiff claimed £3,916 as 
amages for the conversion of cheques the property of the plaintiff, the 
2aymaster-General of the Canadian Forces The Overseas Military 
Forces of Canada had an Estates Department in this country for dealing 
with the collection and distribution of the estates of deceased memLers 
of those forces. The department collected the estates of deceased sol 
diers by obtaining from persons possessed of any portion of them cheques 
payable to the ofncer in charge of the department. These cheques were 
handed over to the beneficiaries either Ly the cheques being indorsed by 
the officer in charge of the department, and sent to the beneficiaries 
directly, or they were endorsed and sent to the Paymaster-General, who 
took steps to transmit the amount to the beneficiaries. Among the 
officials employed in the department was one P. De Volpi, a quurter- 
master-sergeant, whose duty it was to take cheques payable to the officer 
in charge to that officer for indorsement, and to transmit them, when 
imdorsea, to the persons entitled to them. In 1916 De Volpi opened a 


private account at the Herne Hill branch of the defendant bank by | 
On various dates between May, | 


paying in about £12 of his own money. 
1917, and February, 1918, De Volpi paid into the bank thirty-two 
cheques, of the aggregate value of £3,916, which had been received at 
the Estates Department of the Canadian Forces. 
eheques were paid by De Volpi into the Herne Hill branch, but all the 
rest were paid into the Berners-street branch, where he had no account, 
that branch passing them through the Herne Hill branch. All the 
cheques so paid in Lore on their face that they were payable to the 
“ Officer in Charge, Estates Department, Canadian Overseas Military 
Forces,’’ and De Volpi had procured each of them to be indorsed gener 
ally.by that officer under the same description. All the cheques were 
crossed generally except one, which was crossed ‘‘ account payee.”’ 
Volpi was afterwards convicted on a charge of larceny of these cheques, 
and sentenced to three years’ penal servitude. The plaintiff then 
brought this action. The defendants relied upon section 82 of the Bills 
of Exchange Act, 1832, which provides that : ‘‘ Where a banker in good 
faith, and without negligence, receives payment for a customer of a 
cheque crossed generally or specially to himself, and the customer has 
no title or a defective title thereto, the banker shall not incur any lia 
bility to the true owner of the cheque by reason only of having received 
such payment.”” The plaintiff made no suggestion of want of good faith 
against the bank, but alleged only that the defendants had been 
pegligent in crediting to the acccunt of a private customer cheques pay- 
able to and indorsed Ly a public official. Amongst other defences, the 
defendants submitted that even if the branch bank were negliyent in 
the case of the first two or three cheques, yet the fact that these cheques 
went through without any demur on the part of the plaintiff justified 
the bank in assuming that the matter was in order; and at the trial 
the Judge observed that he was a good deal impressed with that fact. 
Baiwuacue, J., in giving judgment for the plaintiff, said that the 
plaintiff contended that a crossed cheque, drawn and indorsed as the 
cheques paid into De Volpi’s private account at the defendants’ branch 


at Herne Hill had been, odght not to have been rece‘ved without inquiry. | 


The plaintiff alleged there had been negligence on the part of the bank 
in collecting these cheques, and crediting De Volpi’s account, and hence 
the defendants were not protected Ly section 82 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. which only protects a banker receiving payment for a cus- 
tomer of a cheque to which the customer had no title, where the banker 
received the cheque in good faith and without negl‘gence. 

uestion about the defendants in this case having received these cheques 
im good faith, and the only matter for consideration was whether or not 
they received them without negligence. There was very little evidence 
en this point 
cheque was paynbie to a public officer, and was indorsed by him, and a 
private customer tendered it to be credited to his account, he would 
deem it his duty, as manager, to make inquiries. 
the evidence of the manager of another bank was to the contrary effect. 
It was trua that the same degree of care covld not be expected from 
a cashier as from a person h‘gher in authority in the bank, Lut one must 


attribute to the employees of the bank the ordinary care and inte’ligence | 


Which were to be expected from persons in their position. This must 





| more force even than to the other cheques 





Several of these | 


De * 


There was no | 


The manager of the Herne Hill branch said that if a | 


On the other hand, | 


be taken to be so after making all due allowances for the fact that 
cashiers were being constantly changed, and so forth. The question was 
whether these cheques would tell a person of ordinary inteiligence, who 
was fit to be employed by the bank, that the cheques were not payable 
to the person who presented them? A cheque was drawn in favour of 
the officer in charge of the administration of the estates of deceased 
Canadian soldiers. It was payable to some public department. The 
indorsement shewed the same thing. The cheques themselves ought to 
have informed the employees of the bank that they were presumably 
intended for a public department and not for a private person. It was 
not in accordance with the ordinary course of business that a cheque so 
drawn should be paid to the account of some private person. Therefore 
a person of ordinary intelligence should have been put upon inquiry 
whether the private person presenting such a cheque was the person 
entitled to it. The bankers did not exercise due care, and they could 
not claim the protection of the section. There had been negligence both 
at the Herne Hill branch and at the Berners-street branch. In regard 
to the cheque marked ‘‘ account payee "’ these observations applied with 
Judgment for the plaintiff 
and Malcolm Macnaghten, 
SoLict- 


for £3,905.—Counset, Sir John Simon, K.C., 
for the plaintiff ; Hogg, K.C., and Neilson, for the defendants 
TORS, Lawrence Jones & Co ‘ Donald MeMillan cb Mott 


(Reported by G. H. Keort, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 


ABRAHAM v. ABRAHAM AND HARDING (The King’s Proctor 
Shewing Cause). 


Divorce—Practrice—Dvty 


3ist Moreh. 


or Counset AnD Soticrrors to Discioss 
Facts. 

It is the duty of counsel and solicitors to make full disclosure to the 
Court of all facts known to them which can affect the judgment of the 
Court. 

This was an intervention by the King’s Proctor to have a decree 
ch had been granted to the petitioner on 14th October, 
1918, on the ground of the petitioner’s adultery. Counsel for the King’s 
Proctor said that the petitioner had cbtained a decree nisi for the 
dissolution of his marriage on 14th October, 1918. The petitioner 
had sued under the Poor Persons Rules. The King’s Proctor had 
obtained certain information which he put before the Attorney-General, 
who ordered an intervention; and in consequence the King’s Proctor, 
in February, 1919, filed his plea, alleging that the petitioner had from 
February, 1919, to September, 1915, lived in adultery with a woman, 
since dead, and she had had two children, of whom the petitioner was 
f y ner had written to the secretary under the Poor 
admitted his own adultery to his 


( ‘oleridl ye, J. 


nia rescin led wo 


te ftather The petit 
Persons Rules alleging that he ha 
solicitor, and therefore it was all his solicitor’s fault, and he ought not 
to be called on to pay the King’s Proctor’s costs. The King’s Proctor 
had gone into the matter, and was satisfied that the reporting solicitor 
and the Poor Persons’ Office had behaved quite properly. The 
petitioner's solicitor had written to the King's Proctor saying that the 
petitioner had made no complaint to him whatever, The solicitor had 

so written to Mr f the Pocr Persons’ Office, saying that the 
non-disclosure of the petitioner's adultery was due to the petitioner's 
own wish. Counsel for the solicitor said that the disclosure by the, 
petitioner was only partial, and not a full one, and asked leave to put 
l in the box. He stated that he was not the counsel who. 
had advised in the case. Leave being given, the solicitor went into, 
the witness-box, and said that he had received certain information 
about the petitioner’s adultery, and had seen the petitioner on the 
matter, who told him that he had lived in adultery for two years,, 
whereupon he advised the petitioner to Jet the case drop. The petitioner 
replied that the King’s Proctor could not find out where the adultery. 
took place. He, the witness, said that he would not touch the case 
unlera, after looking up the beth he and counse! were eatiefied 
on the point whether they were bornd to disclose the petitioner's 
adultery. His view was that he ought to do what his client wanted, 
and -counse! gave him certain advice. 

Corertpce, J., said that it was manifestly clear that solicitors 
and counsel ought to disclose to the Court the trne facts. It’ was 
their duty not to conceal anything, as the Court relied on them im- 
plicitly. The-netition wou'd he diemiesed, the decree nisi rescinded, 
and the petitioner condemned in the costs of the King's Proctor.— 
Counsei, for the King’s Proctor, The Hon. Victor Russell; for the 
solicitor, Tyndale. 


Shortt of ¢ 


the solicitor 


cases, 





In a written answer to Mr. Rameden, Maior Astor states that he is 
unable to say how manv houses were built in Great Britain by private 
enterprise in the years 1910-1914. It could. however, be aesymed that 
the houses were provided by some form of private enterprise to the 
extent of at least 95 per cent. While the Inlend Revenue returns give 


| the houses charved with, or exempt from. inhabited house duty. they 


g ve no information 8 to houses demol'shed from time to time. There 
fore the increase in the total nomber of houses from year te year is leas 
than the total number built from year to vear. 
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New Orders, &c. 


New Sratutes. 


On 26th March the Royal Assent wes given to the following Actes :— 
The Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 1919. 
The Summons and Process Servers’ Fees \Ireland) Act, 1919. 
The Civil Contingencies Fund Act, 1919. 
The Glasgow and South Western Railway (Ayr Harbour Transfer) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1919. 
And on 2nd April to :— 
— of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 

The London Gazette for 28th March contains the fo'lowing :~ 
1. A Proclamation, dated 23th March, prohibtinz the importation 
into the United Kingdom of all Rouble Notes (other than Roub!e Notes 
wsued by the Casse d'Emission of the Fbrovisional Government of 


Archangel). 
2. An Order in Council, dated 28th March, further amending the 
Exportation Prohibiti.n Proc.amation of 10ch May, 1917, by de.et:ng a 


number of he. dings and adding others 

3. A Notice, dated 2lst March, of additions to or removal from and 
corrections in toe jist of pers ns and bodi s of persons to whom articles 
to be exported to China may be consigned. 

The London Gazette of lst April cuntains the following, in addition 
to matters printed bel w - 

4. An Order in Council, dated 1st April, further amending the Ex- 
ortation Prohvbition Proclamation of 10th May. 1917. by deleting the 
lollow:ng headinzs a) Gold .eaf; (A) Gold, liquid, includ ng gold paint, 
gold enam.|, g:iding solution and all other pigme. 8 cun.ainin, go.a, and 
adding (a) Gold, coin and bullicn. x 


5. A further N tice that licences under the Non-Ferrous Me‘al Industry 
Act, 1918, hove been gran‘ed to certuin companies, firms and individuals. 
The present list contains seven names. 


Order on Courcil. 
NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS 
[Recitals.} 
It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of tae Realm Regulati ns :— 





[saues of Capital. 

1. The follow ng regulation shall be substi‘uted fcr Regulation 20r :— 

Hr.—** (1) It sali not be lawful, except under and in pursuance of 
a licence granted by the Treasury 

(a) t> issue cap:tul in the United Kingdom where the proceeds of 
the issue or any part thereof are to be applied for capita! purposes 
outs:de the United Kingdom, or to replace money which has been so 
app ed: or : 

(6) to issue capital in the United Kingdom or to renew or extend 
the per-od of maturity of arly s-curity w ere the issu, renewal or 
extens.on ‘s made by or on behalf of a person not ordinari.y res:dent 
in the United Kingdom ;: , 

Provided that the foregoing prohibition shail not apply to the issue 
of shares of an amount not exceeding £100 in all to the subscribers of 
@ memorandum of association. 

(2) Every prospectus or oth r document offering for subscription any 
stock, shares or securities shall include a statement that no part of the 
ee of the issue is to be appled for capita. purposes outside the 

JInited Kingdom or to replace money which has been 80 applied or in 
cases in which the proceeds of the issue are to be applied for capital 
= outside the United Kingdom or to replace money which has 

en 80 applied that the necessary licence has been obtained from the 
Treasury. { 

(3) For the purposes of this reculation— 

A person sha.) be deemed to issue capital who— 

(i) issues (whether for cash or otherwise) any stock, shares or 
securities; or ; 

(ii) pays or receives any money on Joan on the terms express or 
implied that the money is to be or may be applied at some future 
date in pryment of any stock, shares or securities to be issued at 
whatever date to the person making the loan. 

The expression ‘ securities " means bonds, debentures, debenture stock 
and other merketable securities. 

(4, No person shall, except under and in pursuance of a licence granted 
by the Treasury— 

(a) buy or sell any stock, shares or other recuri‘ies except for 
immediate payment, or (in cases where the purchase or sale takes 
place in any recognised Stock Exchange), subject to the rules or 
regu ati ns of such Exchange; cr 

(6) buy or sell anv stock. shares or other securities which have 
at any t:me s'nee the 30th September, 1914, been in physical posses- 
ein outside the United K ngdom. 

(5) Notwithstond'ng anything in this regulation a persen my without 
@ Icence from the Treasury issue a securi'y (being a security the issue 
of which woud otherwise be prohibited by th’s recvulati nm). where the 
issue is sole'y for the purpose cf s°curing an overdraft cr the repayment 
of a debt con‘racted or to be contracted in the ordin«wrv course of trade. 
but a person shall not transfer or accept a transfer of any security #0 


(6) A licence granted under this regu’ation may be granted subject to 
any terms and conditions specified t.ere.n. 

(7) If any person acts in contrav-niion of this regulation, or if any 
person to wnom a licence has been granted under this regu.at.on subject 
to any terms or conditions {ails to comp.y wi.h those terms or cond tions, 
he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations, and 
where any capital or any prospectus or othcr document is .ssued in con- 
travention of these regulations the person by whom the same has been 
issued shail be,guilty of a summary <ffence again:zt these regulations." 

Chartering of Foreign Ships. 
2. Regulation 39p is hereby revoked and shal) be omitted. 
Banking and Exchange Transactions. 

3. ay following sub-section shall be inserted at the end of Regula 
tion 4lB :— 

(6) A Secretary of State or any person authorized by him in that 
behalf may grant such licences perm-tting any transaction prohibited 
by this regulation as to him shall seem reasonable, and any such licence 
may be granted either specially to an individual or in respect of any 
part.cular enemy or enemy country generally.” 

28th March. [Gazette, lst April 





Board of Trade Order. 


MATCHES ORDER. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Articles of Commerce (Relaxations 
of Restrictions) Order, 1918, the Board of Trade give notice that the 
Matches Order, 1917, the Matches Order (No. 2), 1917, and the Official 
Schedule of Manufacturers’ and Wholesale Dealers’ Prices for Matches, 
dated 23rd April, 1918, and issued pursuant to the Matches Order, 1917; 
and the Matches Order (No. 2), 1917, will cease to have effect as from 
31st March, 1919. 


29th March. [Gazette, 1st April 





Food «)rders. 


THE EDIBLE OILS (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 


1. This Order shall not until further notice apply to— 

(a) Any oils other than oils of the kind mentioned in the 

Schedule hereto. 
(6) Any purchase or sale for which a licence is required under 
the Order of the Minister of Munitions dated 1st May, 1917. 

2. A person shall not on or after 3rd March, 1919, offer or expose for 
sale, or buy or offer to buy any Oil at a price exceeding the maximum 
price for the time being applicable under this Order. 
3. On and after 3rd March, 1919, unti] further notice the maximum 
price applicable on a sale (other than a sale by retail) of any Oil, shall 
be a price at the rate of 80s. per cwt. 
4. The maximum price fixed in Clause (2) hereof is fixed on the basis 
that the goods are delivered to the buyer’s premises in proper and suit- 
able packages provided by the seller free of cost to the buyer, such 
packages to be returnable to the seller at the seller’s cost. 
5. On and after 3rd March, 1919, the maximum price applicable on 
a sale by retail of any Oil shall be a price at the rate of 1s. per imperial 
pint indiesive of all costs of packing and giving credit, but in packages 
to be supplied by the buyer at his own expense. 
6. Where on a sale by retail the Oil is delivered at the request of the 
buyer otherwise than at the seller's premises an additional charge may 
be made in respect of such delivery not exceeding any sum actually 
and properly paid by the seller for carriage, or a sum at the rate of 
4d. per pint, whichever shall be the higher; and where the seller at the 
request of the buyer provides any package for the Oil he may charge 
in respect of such package a sum not exceeding the stim actually and 
roperly paid hy the seller for such package, or a sum at the rate of 
ba. per pint, whichever shall Le the higher. 
7. No sale of Oil shall, except under a Licence granted by the Food 
Controller, be made upon terms other than the terms on the basis of 
which the maximum price therefor is expressed to be fixed by this Order. 
8. A person shall not on a sale of any Oi) enter or offer to enter into 
any fictitious or artificial transaction or make or demand any unreason- 
able charge. 
9. For the purposes of this Order the expression “* sale by retail”’ 
shall not include any sale where the total amount of Oil sold by the 
same seller: to the same buyer in any week ending on a Saturday mid- 
night exceeds 28 lbs. 
10. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ll. This Order may be cited as the Edible Oils (Maximum Prices) 


Order, 1919. 

The Schedule. 
Cotton Seed Oil; Gingelly (Sesame) Oil; Ground Nut Oil; Kapok 
Seed Oii; Niger Seed Oil; Poppy Seed Oil; Rape Seed Oil; Sunflower 
Seei 01: Soya Bean Oil; Maize Oil. 
28th February. 





ORDER REVOKING THE EDIBLE OILS AND FATS AND OIL 
AND FA1 COMPOUNDS (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations. and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 8th March. 1919, the Edible 





issued without a l'cence except under and in pursuance of a licence 
granted by the Treasury. 


Oils and Fats and Oil and Fat Compounds (Distribution) Order, 191 
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and the directions dated 30th November, 1918, given under the last men- 
tioned Order and the Margarine (Distribution) Order, 1918 [S. R. & O., 
Nos. 566 and 1577 of 1918), but without prejudice to any proceedings 
in “ t ~ any contravention thereof. 

8 arch. 


Trade with Poland and Esthonia. 


In agreement with the other Associated Governments, the Govern- 
ment have decided that commercial relations with Poland shall be free 
as from the lst inst., and the Board of Trade have issued a general 
licence under the trading with the enemy legislation to give effect to this 
decision. Trade with Ksthonia may also now be resumed. Any trans- 
actions prohibited by Defence of the Realm Regulation 41 pp, and 
@ecessary for the purpose of financing the movement of merchandise to 
or,from these countries, is permitted by a general licence which has been 
issued by the Treasury. 

_ +The attention of exporters is drawn to the fact that goods sent to 
Poland and Esthonia must be intended for the internal needs of those 
countries, and that connivance on their part at the re-exportation 
of any such goods to any country with which the resumption of trade 
relations has not been approved will render them liable to prosecution. 

It will, of course, be necessary for exporters to obtain licences from 
the War Trade Department before shipping to these countries goods of 
kinds which are prohibited to Le exported from the United Kingdom. 
A notification will be given at an early date of the method in which 
consignment should be made. 

importers in this country must obtain licences from the Department 
of Import Restrictions before importing from these countries goods 
covered by the Prohibition of Import Proclamations. 

The general licence does not remove certain existing restrictions in 
respect of the payment of pre-war debts which were required by the 
Trading with the Enemy Acts to be notified to the Custodian, and of the 
return of property which was so notifiable. Moreover, any permission 
which may be necessary in respect of any transaction under Defence of 
the Realm Regulation 41 p must be obtained from the Treasury. 








Prices «f this Year’s Crops. 
The prices guaranteed by the Government for 1919 grain crops are 


ts follows :— ; 
(1) Wheat, 71s. 1ld. per qr. of 480 lb. (or 75s. 6d. per qr. of 
604 tb.) s 


aa) barley: 61s. 6d. per qr. of 400 Ib. (or 68s. 10}d. per qr. of 
). 

gaa 44s. ld. per qr. of 312 lb. (or 47s. 6d. per qr. of 
-) 


The guarantee applies to the proportion of the entire produce of each 
cereal normally sold, and not in respect of the proportion consumed on 
the farm. 

It has Leen decided to give effect to these guarantees by means of 
the machinery of Part I. of the Corn Production Act, 1917. This in- 
volves payment to growers of any difference between ‘‘ average prices "* 
and guaranteed prices, on the basis of a yield per acre of 4 qr. of wheat, 
4 qr. of barley, and 5 qr. of oats respectively. 

t has been decided to take four-fifths in the case of barley and two- 
thirds in the case of oats as the proportion normally sold. he grower 
of wheat will therefore be paid for each acre four times the difference 
between 71s. 11d. and the average market price ascertained for the seven 
months commencing 1st September, 1919. The 
feceive for each acre four times four-fifths of the difference between 
6ls. 6d. and the average price of Larley similarly determined. The 
— of oats will receive for each acre five times two-thirds of the 

ifference between 44s. ld. and the average price of oats similarly 
determined. 

These guarantees are subject to the provisions of Clause 2 (4) of the 
Corn Production Act, 1917, which states : ‘If it appears to the Board 
that any such iand has been negligently cultivated, the Board may either 
withhold altogether the payments to which the occupier world other- 
wise have been entitled, or may diminish the amount of those pay- 
ments to such extent as the Board think proper to meet the circum- 
stances of the case.’’ 


The Valuation Bill. 


A Bill to amend the law as to the assessment of compensation in respect 
of land acquired compu'sorily for public purposes and the costs in 
proceedings thereon. 

Be it enacted, &. :— 


1. Tribunal for assessing compensation in respect of land compul- 
forily aquired fur public purposes.|—(1) Where by or under any statute 
(whether passed before or after the passing of this Act) land is autho- 
Mized to be acquired compu'sorily by anv Government Department or 
any local or public authority, any question of disputed compensation 

respect of the acqnisitinn or user of the land shal! be re erred to | 
and determined by the arbitration of such one of a panel of offici:d | 


(2) Such number of persons, being persons wit> special know edge ir 


dreland by the Reference Committee, sha!l form a panel of persons bo 
act as official valuers for the purposes of this Act in England, Scotland 
and Ireland respectively. 

(5) A person appointed to be a member of the pane! of official valuers 
shall hold office tor such term as the Treasury may determine, and 
whilst holding office sha!) not himself engage, or be a partner of any 
other person who engages, in private practice or business as estate or 
land agent, surveyor or valuer. 

(4) There shall be paid out of moneys provided by Parliament to 
ofncial valuers such salaries or remuneration as the Treasury may deter- 
mine. 

(5) The Reference Committee— 

(a) for England, shall consist of the Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 
and, the Master of the Rolls and the President of the Surveyors’ 
Institution ; 

(b) for Scotland, sha!l consist of the Lord President of the Court 
of Session, the Lord Justice Clerk and the Chairman of the Scottish 
Vommittee of the Surveyors’ Institution ; 

c) for Lreland, sha!l consist of the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, 
the Master of the Rolls in Ire'and and the President of the Sur- 
veyors’ Institution, or (if the President of the Surveyors’ Institw 
tion thinks fit) a person, being a member of the council of that 
institution and having specia| knowledge of valuation of land in 
Ireland appointed by him to act 1n his place 

2. Rule for the assessment of compensation. |—In assessing compensa 
tion, an official valuer shal! act in accordance with the following rules :— 

(1) No allowance shall be made on account of the acquisition being 
compulsory : 

(2) Tne value of land shall, subject as hereinafter provided, be taken 
to be the amount which the land if sold in the open market by @ 
wil. ing seller might be expected to realise : 

(3) The special suitability of the land for any purpose shall not be 
taken intu account if that purpose is a purpose to which it could be 
applied only in pursuance of statutory powers, or for which there is no 
market apart from the epecial needs of a particu'ar purchaser : 

(4) Where the value of the land is increased by reason of the use 
thereof or of any premises thereon in a manner which cou'd be re 
strained by any court, or is contrary to law, or is detr'mental to the 
health of the inmates of the premises or to the pub'ic health, the 
amount of that increase shall not be taken into account : 

(5) Where !and is, and but for the compulsory acquisition would con- 
tinue to be, devoted to a purpose of such a nature that there is no 
general demand or market for land for that purpose, the compensation 
may, if the official valuer is satisfied that reinstatement in some other 
place is bond fide intended, be assessed on the basis of the reasonable 
cost of equivalent reinstatement. 
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© 3. Provision as to procedure before official valuers.|—(1) In any pro- 
@eedings before an official valuer, not more than one expert witness on 
@ither side shall Le héard, unless the official valuer otherwise directs, 
end no party to the proceedings shall be allowed to appear by counsel 


or 4 solicitor except with the consent of the officia] vaiuer. 
. (2) The officia] va!uer shall, on the application of either party, specify 
the amount awarded m ri spect of any particular matter the subject 
of the award 

(3) The official valuer sha!! be entitled to enter on and ir spect any 
hand which is the ject ol pi ceed! Z8 efore im 

(4) Proceedings under this Act shall be heard and determined by an 
official! valuer sitti in open court ‘ 

(5) The fees to be charged in respect of proceedings before officia 
valuers shall be such as the Treasury may prescribe. 


4. Consolidation of proceedings on claims for compensation in respect 


of various intereata in the same land } Where there are several in 
terests in the land to be acquired. the claims of toe persons entitled 
to the several interests shall, so far as practicable, be heard and deter- 
mined by the same official valuer, and the reference nmittee may 
make rules providing that | euch claims shal! be eard together, wit) 
@ view to enabiing the official valuer in the first instance to determine 
the value of the land and then to apportion the amount amongst the 
persons interested uch manner as, having regard to the respective 
interests, he considers ju t 

6. Provisi as to c.sta.}—(1) Where the acquiring authority has 
made an unconditional! offer in writing of any sum as « mpenusation to 
any claimant and the suin awarded by an official valuer to that claimant 
does not exceed the sum offered, the official valuer sha order the 
claimant to pay the costes of the acquiring authority incur ed after the 


offer was made 


(2) If the official valuer is satisfied that a claimant has failed to 
deliver to the acquiring aut rity a notice in writing of the amount 
claimed by him givi g sufficient particu'ars and in sufficient time to 
enab'e the acquiring authority to make a proper offer, the foregoing 
provisions of this section shall apply as if an unconditional offer had 
been made by the acquiring authSrity at the time when in the opinion 
@ the official valuer sufficient parficula should have been furnished 
and tie claimant had been awarded a sum not exceeding the amount 
of euch offer 

The notice of claim shall state the exact nature of the interest in 
respect ol which ¢ npensation is ¢ med ind give detais of tae com- 
pensation claimed, distinguishing the amounts under s« parate heads and 
showing how the amount claim-d under ea head is ca!cu'ated 

(5) Subject as aforesaid the costs of the arbitration under this Act 


shal! be in the discret 
by whom and in what 


mm of the official valuer who may direct to and 
manner those coste or any part thereof shall be 
paid, and the official valuer m iy in any ease disa'low the cost of counsel, 

(4) An official valuer may ! f tax the amount of costs ordered to 
be paid, or may direct in what manner they are to be taxed. 


Imse 


5) Where an official va'uer orders the claimant to pay the costs, or 
any part of the costs, of the acquiring authority, the scquiring autho 
mty may deduct the amount so pavab.e by the claimant from the amount 
ol the « npensation pay b'e to him 

(6) For the purpose of this section ists include any fees. charges, 
and er penses f the arbitrat'on or award , 5 

6. Finality of award and statement of anecial cases.) 1) The de- 
cision in official va uer apon any question of fact r upon any ques 
tion regarding the locus standi of a party to the arbitration, shall be 
final and bind n the parties, and the persons claiming under them 
respectively, but the offi va'uer may, and sha'l, if the High Court 
#0 directs state at any stage of the pr igs, in the form of a specia 
case for the opinion of the High Court, any question of law arising 
ir the course of the proceedinzs, and may state his award 2s to the 
Wo'e or part thereof in the form of a special case for the opinion of 
the Hich Court 

2) The decision of the High Court upon any case s9 stated shall be 
final and conclusive, and shall not be subject to appeal to any other 
é@ourt % 

7. Effect of Act on eristing enactments.}—1) The prov'sions of the 
Act or order by which the land is autherized to be acquired, or of any 
Act incorporated therewith. shall in relation to the matters dealt with 
in this Act. heve effect swbject to th’s Act, and so for as inconsistent 
with this Act thos provisions shall cease to have or shall not have effect : 


Provided that nothing in this Act re'atine to the rules for assess ng 
compensation shall affect uny special provisions as to the assessment of 
the value of land aconired for the purposes of Part I. or Part II. of 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, or under the Defence 
of the Realm (Acquisition of Land) Act. 1916, and. contained in those 
Acts respectively, or anv Act amending those Acts, if and so far as the 
Provisions in those Ac‘s ore inconsistent with the rules under th‘s Act. 

(2) The provisions of this Act shall anp!v to the determination of the 
amount of rent or compensation parable in respect of land authorized 
to he hired compu'sor'lv under the Smal! Ho‘dines and Al'otmen'‘s Act. 
2908, or any Act amending that Act, and any mat‘er required thereby 
to be determined by a valuer apnointed by the Board of Agricu'ture 
and Fisheries shall be determined by an official valuer in accordance 
with this Act. J 


8. Saving of power to refer to arbitrator by agreement.W—Nothing in 
‘his Act shail prevent, if the parties so agree, the reference of any 


question as to disputed compensation to an arbitrator agreed on between. - 


the parties: : 
Provided that if any question is so referred the provisions of this Act 
18 to costs shall apply as if the arbitrator was an offical valuer. 


9. Application to Scotland and Ireland.}—~+1) This Act shall apply to 
Scotland subject to the fol.owing modifications :— 


{a) The provisions of this Act other than the provisions of the 
section thereof relating to rules for the assessment of compensation 
apply to the determination of any question which, under sub 
n (11) of section seven or section seventeen of the Smail Land- 

holders (Scotiand) Act, 1911, is referred to arbitration, as if the 

Board of Agr:cu'ture for Scotland were the acquiring authority, and 

as if the said sub-section (11) there were substituted for the Lord 

Ordinary on the Bills such person as may ‘be prescribed by rules 

made by the Reference Committee for Scot'and; and the provisions 

of that Act, including the Second Schedule to the Agricultural 

Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1908, as theroby +e: shall in relation 

to such de-erm.nation have effect subject to the aforesaid provisions 

of this Act 
4) “ High Court ’’ means Court of Session; “ arbitrator 
arbiter, and “‘ easement ’’ means s rvitude. 
2) This Act shall apply to Ireland subject to the following modifica- 


shall 


sect 


meana 


Nothing in this Act shall affect the special provisions contained 
in the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1885, and the en-ctments amending 
the same, with respect to the jurisdiction of the Irish Land Commis. 
sion in cases where land is taken compulsorily under those provisions 
for a term of years. 

10. Short title, commencement and interpretation.}—(1) This Act may 
be cited as the Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 
1919, and shall come into operation on the first day of July, nineteen 

undred and nine een, but shal! not apply to the d termination of any 
question where before that date the app intment of an arbitration, valua- 
tion, or other tribunal to determine the question has been completed, 
or a jury has been empanelled for the purpose. 
» (2) For the purposes of this Act the expression “land ” includes water 
tand any interests in land or water and anv easemen? or right in, to, or 
sover land or water, and “ public authority '’ means any body of persons, 
“not trading for profit, authorized by or under anv Act to carry on a 
railway, canal, dock, water or other public undertaking. 


“a 








Societies 
The Law Society. 
ADMISSION OF WOMEN AS SOLICITORS. 


A special general meeting of the members of the Law Society, called as 
a matter of urgency, was he'd in the Society's Hall on the 28th ult., to 
consider the Barristers and Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bi.l and 
to decide on the best course to be followed with regard to its provisions 
so for as the same affect the solicitors’ branch of the profession. The 
President. Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham), took the ch it, 
and among those present were the following members of the Council: 
Mr. William Arthur Sharpe {vice president), Mr. Al‘red John Morton 
Ball (Stroud). Mr. Charles Edward Barry (Bristol), Mr. Harry Rowsell 
; Sir Wil iam 


Blaker (Hen'ey-on-Thomes). Mr. John Wreford Budd, 

James Pull, M.P., P.C., Mr. Lewin Bampfie'd Carslake, Mr. Alfred 
Henry Colev (Birmingham), Mr. Cecil A‘len Coward. Mr. Robert 
Wi'liam Dibdin. Mr. Hubert \Arthur Dowson. Mr. Walter Henry 


Foster. Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. Herbert Gibson. Mr. Char'es Geddard, 

Mr. John Rocer Burrow Greaorv, The Hon. Robert Henrv Lyttelton, 

Mr. Phiip Hubert Mortineau. Mr. Robert Chancellor Nesbitt. Mr. 

Arthur Conson Peake (leeds). Mr. Georce William Rowe, Sir Richard 

Stephens Tav'or, Sir Walter Trower, Mr William Me!moth Walters, 

Mr. Robert Mills We'sford. and Mr. William Howard Winterbotham ; 
Mr. FE. R. Cook (feerretarv). 

The Prestpent said the objects of the Bill were as follows: “A 
woman shall not be disqualified by sex from being admitted (1) as ® 
student to anv of the Inns of Court and from qualifvine as a barrister- 
at-law and being cal'ed to the Bar and practis'ng as a barrister-at-law; 
(2 9-0 a gcticitor or from acting or practising as a solicitor under the 
Solicitors Act, 1843, end the Acts amending the same, and the other 
ensetments for the time heing in force re'sting to solicitors.”’ If the 
Bill hod been introdnced five years ago he did not be'ieve ench a meet ng 
as this would have been held. but since then a great deal had hanpened, 
and the war, which had made s» many chanzes in the country. hed 
made few chances an arent ae that in the relationship of women to 
the economic work of the country. He thoucht it was no exaggeration 


als” 





eee eee 


to avy that. bad it not been for the women of the conntry and the 
cervices they hod rendered. the war micht never have heen won. bad 
it cevtain'y wou'd have been very much protracted. On the oeersion of 
the lect general meeting he hod acid, in anewer to a question that 


the vlewe of the council were divided and whether they wor divided 


or not to-dav Le hod not ascertoined. but. in view of the nrblic exnres- 
sion of oninion and of a reenintion nacsed by the Asanciated Provinciat 
Law Societies. the Council thought ‘t rimht that a general meeting shou 
he he'd to disenes the position. This heing an urgency meetinz. 4 
therefore, the by-laws not providing the procedure under which @ 


7 
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sshould be conducted, it fell to him to indicate what he tacugnt the 
best way of bringing the subject forward in order to ascersdul What 
the viewe of the members mignt be. he proposed, in the first piace, 
4d ask Mr. Samuel Garrett, ex-president, tv move 4 resoiuliea Ul 
whpport of the Bill. It wou.d be seconded by Sa Walter ‘rower, and 
Me sudject would then Le open for discussion He much regretted 
that Dir tiomewood Crawford, who, it was no breach of conudence 
t say, had been an opp ment of tae measure, Was Ulliorlunale.y Ls 
He was present at the meeting of the Counci on the previvus Friday, 


‘and probab.y he woud have veen present to-day, but he had had a 
felapse, and was not weil enougn to atieud But he (the President 
pad received a setter from him, in which he sa.d that, Speaking o 


myset and in the lignt of materially altered circumstances, | say un 
besitatingiy that provided the Bar wail, by statutory enactment, be as 
free to women as it is sought to make our branch, we ought not to 
p.ace any further obstacle m the way of women attaining the object 
of their ambition. It should, however, ‘be most c.early provided fo1 
by etatute that both branches are open for th admission of women, and 
Lord Buckmaster’s Biil in this respect requires strengthening. 

Mr. Sameer Garrett (London), a memoer of the Uouncii, moved: 
“That in view of the present economical and po.itical position 
‘women, it is, in the opinion of this meeting, expedient that the existing 
obstac.es to their entry into the legal profession should be removed 
‘and that the Council is requested to report this opinion to the Lord 
Chancellor, and to support Lord Buckmaster’s Bi.l.’’ As the President 
had told the meeting, there had been in the past a very marked 
divergence of opinion on the Council on this question. It had been 
his misfortune, up to a very recent time at any rate, to be in the 
minority, but, contrary to what he knew was tue view of some, to 
judge from the speeches he had heard in that hall, he could 
the meeting that the Council room of that building was an apartment 
into which the light of day did penetrate, and the Council were con 
scious that the world was moving in this way, and that, if they did not 
with it, they wou'd be ‘eft behind. Therefore, though he had 
» been in the minority, he was not at all sure that, if the Council 
: should any longer be in the minerity 


; 


assure 


hithert 
divided on the matter to-day, he 
Minorities had a way of becoming majorities in these progressive times, 
and he should have very great hopes that, if a division were taken, 
he should find himeef in the unwonted position of being in the 
majority. The Counci! had wise y br ught the natter to a general 

» President | 


meeting. Not only had the position, as the d said. altered 
very much sin before the war, it had altered very much within the 
last year. He dared say that some f them might remember tI at last 
year there was some discussion upon the sub‘ect. He had fe't it his 
duty—he wae then in the chair as president—to express his dissent 
from the course which the majority of his colleagues on the Council 


had determined to follow. It wae an unusual course for him to take, 
but it was the only course he could take, cqnsiatent'y with remaining 
in the He was enab'ed to take it by the courtesy of the Council, 
especially of those of the Council who took different views from himself. 
They allowed him to express his dissent, and to act upon it, with the 
generosity which was to be expected from every member of the Council. 
The discussion at that time wae upon Lord Buckmaster’s then Bill 
It was a different Bill from the preeent. There were two objections 
taken to it, one that it only applied to the so-icitor branch of the pro 
fession and not to the Bar The objection was now gone—th 
present Bi'l applied to the Bar. That was greatly to the point, though 
no Act of Parliament was necessary for the Bar, as the benchers coud 
‘to-day, if they liked, admit women, whereas solicitors cou'd not do so 
because it had been long, and rightly. thought that the Act of Parlia 
“ment governing the admiesion of solicitors did not app'y to women 
“Still, the Bill authorized, or rather invited, the benchers to cal! women 
to the Bar. Therefore, the objection taken laet year was gone. The 
other objection taken last year had far more substance. It was 
thought unfair, in the absence of so many of the younger members, who 
were fighting the batt’es of their country, that a auestion so vitallv 
important as the admission of women shou'd be determined. He did 
not acree with the arcument. but he admitted ite force. But. what- 
ever force there was in it, that had gone now, because practically the 
bulk of the young men were back. He eaw there was one present, and 
there might be others who were prepared to express their opinions 
on the swbiect. It was unthinkab'e to him that men who had been 
‘throug their tragic and terrible experience, who, as the president had 
staid, owed the success of their efforts, and possibly their lives, very 
largely to the exertions of women, and now that the war was over had 
:come back, shou'd place obstacles in the way of those women. It was 
quite true that we had benefited bv the exertions of women. and it 
hed been acknow'elged bv the War Cabinet, and by every Prime 
Minister and Minister of Munitions, that they had very materially 
helped to win the war. Rut were there any who would say: “‘ Now 
‘the wor is over we have done with you. Ae far as we are concerned 
we will prevent by every means in onr power your transfer to a civil 
occupation which you are fitted to follow of the energies and exertions 
tyou have hitherto used for warlike purposes’’? He coud not con- 
ceive anvone who had gone through the war saying that. The view 
he wished to impress upon them was that, if they voted acainet the 
wreso'ution. that would be what they were saving. They would be 
“t4'ling women that. havine nuti'ised the'r efforte during the war. now that 
“thev wére no longer needed they would place any legal obstacle thev 
“gould in the way of their using their shilities in the profession which 
r@ey aspired to enter. He wéuld not believe until he saw it that any 
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and had thus benefited by the 
to the women of the country, 


man who had been through the war, 
exertions of women, was going to say that 


Phere was one other point he should like to make clear, Whatever 
ey might say at that meeting, the Bil was as certain ae anything 
u.d be certain to become law But his anxiety was not for that 

H ty wae for t redit and the d name and the reputw 
" t profess He had d occasion in that ha in another 
ection, to lament the want of sympathy, the want of touch, neaing 
eir | ession and the pul Phat want of sympathy and want ¢ 
1 \ 1 his view, at the root of most of the evis from whic} 
‘ iffered, and e u'd not nagine anything more calculated to 
1 wa pathy i touch than that they, in this 
ry’s history, when the large body of women had 
ust [ nm ¢ i id had taken part ina General Electi n, and 
had made their political opinion felt, and still more their influence— 
i t ! ? the S ety s uid pub. 1 to the world that they 
were g t ek to maintain an obstacie in the way of women earning 
tle d if they choose to do eo in the solicitor branch of the 
profession. The w e sympathy of the country wou'd be againet ther 

It wou'd be to discredit of the Society and the profession, ps | 

I 1 the meeting to consider most carefully, if they were inctined 
his proposal, what the effect would be in the view of the 

wards them d the ft eas'on They could not etop the 

| y more than a bumb'e e coud stop an express train, and 
was whether they would we'come it, an@ 

t ‘ v open arms. or whethe they would be draeged at ite 

tail, struggling and screeching ke an angry chi'd That was the 

ntion 1 no other d he would put it before them as forcibly a 
e i He egzed them to remember that this wae a matter whic 

vy affected the good name, the credit, and the reputation of thd 


said We 


ber of the Conn 


d great p'eqsur n seconding the motion It seemed to him a ques 

! equality and f opportunit T} La ‘ature had decided thad 
women were to have equal opportunities with men in the po iti ‘) 
wor'd—the same equ ty f opportunity ind in the manifesto which 
ied by the Prime Min‘eter and Mr. Bonar Law they stated 

t i'd be the duty the Government to rem< exietifig 

ft N he en men and women. Now, if that was 

t equ sv be taken away nd that womea 

Te to n equal opportunity with men, then all other questions 

t ! t d nTpe T \W ' ‘ t! r “ 7 n w re het te or w T's 
than men were, morally, physically, or intellectually, did not concern 
> meeting. Whether they woud be hampered by matrimonial adven 
tures wa u 1 Ww h did not ee All these questions would 
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be dealt with and tesied by competition and experience. If women , companionship in any sense whatever? Was it not their hearths and 4 


Proved themse.ves to ve as govd at business as Men, they wouid 
succeed; ii not, taey would fai. Men had no more to say on the 
Subject; he Hoped tuat im any case taey would afford them a cordial 
Weicome, it hed 


the proiessisn was overcrowded, and that solicitors dreaded the com- 


petition of women in tae heid in which they were engaged. He did 
mot think there was any man in that hall who would venture to say 
perscnai.y that he objected t© womens competition, that he was afraid 


of any woman compeung with him. And, if that was the position, he 
did not see why tuey, as a profession, should shrink from that com- 
etition. Mr, Garrets had said it was an imputation on the men who 
ad come back trom the war to ay they ovjected. He had never 
heard any one of them raise the 6 ightest objection to this competition. 
They did not, so far as he knew, in the least object. It had been 
the habit to call women ‘the fair sex,”’ 
that meeting, he hoped he might say without offence that they would 
be more appropriate.y designated ‘the dark horees.’’ He did most 
@arnestiy hope that the meeting would cordially accept the position, 


and not wait to be forced into it. He would emphasize everything 
Mr. Garrett ‘had said on the point. They were certain to be forced 
into the position if they did not accept it now. 

Mr. Eowarp A. Beit (London) said it was a matter of much pleasure 
to those who happened to have supported this subject to attend a 


meeting of the Society and to hear it suggested that they should sup- 
— the Bili. He ventured to urge the mght for women to enter the 
egal profeasion, as weil as any other prolession, as not only a right 
grounded upon reward, but a right which they were entitled to upon 
abstract principles. As to woman's capability, he would point out what 
was now happening in the Courts of Justice, and in every office where 
legal procedure was in operation. Those who frequented the Law 
Courts would know the change which had taken place in what used 
to be called the “‘ bear garden.”’ It had changed its aspect, and he 
trueted that the old name would be abolished and that, where young 
Nerissa shone forth in the legal shade, it would be regarded henceforth 
as a “flower garden.’’ He would refer the President to what he 
might describe as the advent of Portia! Nerissa paved the way! In 
the first scene of the last act but one of the play, if he might paraphrase 
the gender, they all remembered Nerissa presented Portia’s intro- 
duction to the Duke (the President), who told the Court : 


* This letter from Bellario doth commend 
A young and learned doctor to our Court; 
’ Where is she?" 
Neriasa ; ‘‘ She attendeth here hard by, 
To know your answer, whether you'll admit her? ”’ 
He asked the President and Council to mark well the Duke's 
answer :— 
** With all my heart : some three or four of you, 
Go give her courteous conduet to this place.”’ 
He earnestly besought the President and his fellow members to adopt 
that answer and Support the resolution. Women had for long years 
stood without, knocking at the door of the profession, and had received 
mo answer. ‘Lhis resviution was a great act of justice which would open 
that doo, let thent do so without hesitation and with welcome ! 

Mr. brapy (Loudon) said he was in favour of the motion. One of 
the principal objections which had always been made to women acting 
as solicitors Was that they were not fitted for doing that sort of work. 
He was bound to say, although he was in favour of the Biil, that he 
thought there was a very great dea] in that observation, but the same 
objection had always been made in the same way. Many nations had 
been in subjection for many years, and it had always been said they 
were not fit to govern themeelves. When slavery was in force we 
were told that the slaves ought to be kept in their then state, because 
they were not fit to govern themselves. It was perfectly true at that 
time. People could never ‘earn to govern themeelves, or to do the 
work they wanted to do, until they were given the opportunity of 
learning how to do it. We must let women show what they could do, 
He was quite sure that in a very short time, when they found the 
necessity for doing this class of work, they would fit themseives for 
doing it as well as men. He believed there was one country, Thibet, 
where the entire g»vernment of the country was in the hands of women. 
They even acted as policemen, and men were not allowed out after 
eight in the evening. This sahewed what they could do when they were 
— the opportunity. He had employed a good many women in his 

iness for many years, and had found them extremely efficient. They 
had turned: out at least as good as men employed at the same wage. 
He had found them in many ways more reliable than men, and always 
extremeiv conscientious. ard that they took a great interest in their 
work. He was quite sure that, given the opportunity and the training, 
they would verv avon fit themselves and be as good solicitors as men 
eoud be. He did net think ‘bv any means that that would apply to 
al! women at the present time, but there were a few women, even now, 
who ourtht. he thought, to be trained into as good solicitors as men. 

Mr. G. B. Croox (London) said it fell to his unhappy lot to be in 
opposition to the motion. He had always understood that, when pro- 
poerls for a chanze were made, those who:made the proposals should 


een said in that hall on previous occasions that | 


but, for the purpose of | 


| shots homes taat the men went out to deiend? Were now tuey a 
interested in toe success of the war as men! ii they were asked, vney 
| would say they were more interested, vastiy more. ‘Tuey haa greater 
atiection tor tueir oomes than men. ‘Io say that women aad he.ped us 
}to win the war was a sma.| thing, when it was cousidered that they 
|thad helped men to popuate the worid. It seemed like straiming at the 
| gnat and swailowing the camel in that argument, Were the lauies dif- 
iecent trom wuat tuey tormerily were! Did taey go out and take equal 
| part in the trencoes with the men? Were th.y anajous tu Lccome svidiers, 
or sAlors, Or puricemen, or to do anything Ww suppuit by lurce tue law 
which they wou.d seek to adminuster! Ii .adies were to come in equa.ly 
with men in the administration of the law, and taen to put upon meg 
| the enforcement of that law, would that be eyuasity!? No, it would be 
a case of priviiege, and he understoood that, in taese days, priviuege 
was to be abo.isnaed, and not esatabiished. The last speaker, witan a 
| singular lack of logic, had said he had employed ladies, and he men- 
| tioned wages, and then he said that, because taey were good at earn 
those wages, they wou.d make capital so.icitore. Had taey ever hea 
80 monstrous a proposition? He granted that the ladies were a most 
exceilent he.p in every way. A tra.ned lady, wel led, wou.d oiten do 
so well that a man could not do better. but piace the same lady ip 
a position of command, and where wou!d she be! (Mr. Bel. : ‘* There.’’) 
A woman did not regard herself for what she was, Lut for what she 
looked like, and she depended upon what she looked uke for the lure 
of the sex. He had heard it said that ladies receiving wages did good 
work, and he had no doubt of it, but when she was her own mistress, 
had one ever heard of a successful business carried on by a woman? (A 
Member : ‘‘ Doctor.’’) The lady there was a negligible quantity. Out 
of the thousands of doctors in this country the number of laaies was 
insignificant. And, coming to businesses, let them take any they 
liked, even in the West End, where there were businesses catering for 
ladies : it would be found that the business part of every establishment 
was carried om by men. Women were not capable of financially con- 
ducting a business. No argument had been used at the meeting, 
because no argument coud be used, to show that a woman in any 
business or profession had ever done anything to elevate or improve that 
business or profession. (A Member : ‘‘ Miss Nightingale.’’)* All honour 
to Miss \Nigntingale, and those nurses who had teen Nightingales during 
the war, but a nurse was one thing and a lawyer another. Every 
lawyer knew that the business of the country came u!timately to the 
advice of the lawyer. It depended upon his wisdom and experience, 
ae well as his position. The law of the country was carried on by the 
lawyer. Par‘iament itself would have to shut up to-morrow if there 
were no lawyers in it. The business of the country coud not be 
carried on without them. The business of the lawyer was the greatest 
business of the country. The law and order of the country and of the 
wor'd depended upon obedience to the law, and the administration of 
the law was in the hands of the lawyer. Unless it was in the highes 
ossible hands, how could it be expected to continue? Ladies were to 
. admitted to the membership of the Bar. and. of course, it would 
follow that the Bench would ke open to them, and that there would be 
| lady judges. How wou'd the idiosyncrasy of the sex be got over? Let 
them consider for a moment if the ladies woud abandon all the allure- 
ments of dress. If they abandoned these and other a!luremente, and 
depended upon their brains, and not their bodies, then, of course. they 
would be equal persons with men. But ladies wou'd never do s0. 
There wou!d be in the administration of the law all kinds of mixed 
motives, and how that would work out he wou'd leave to the judgment 
of his hearers. It wou'd not work out to the dignity of the law. When 
Queen Mary was on the throne she could not keep her axe off the neck 
of Ladv Jane Grey. Nor could Queen E izabeth keep the axe off the 
neck of Mary Queen of Scots, any more than Eve cou'd keep her hand 
off the apple. The judicial factor was not a part of woman; the 
Almighty never intended to instil it in her. She had a charm of her 
own, a world of her own. But if, instead of keeping her on her own 
modest pedestal, she was degraded by being brought to man’s level, 
and to be regarded as on a level with him. it wou'd not be doing het 
any good, but a great dea! of harm. It would be said the meeting must 
vote for the mensure because somebody e'ee had made up his mind 
that it shou'd pass. Was that any reason? He had heard it said, 
over and over agin, on the hnstines, ‘ This is enre to oo threugh, 
so we must vote for it. We must be always on the successful side.” 
Was that worthy of them as lawyers? They would ecorn euch an argue 
ment. The question was what was right. not what was going to win, 
There was that wretched phrase, “ political eanalitv."" Of conrse, 
political equality cou'd be made of anything. Look at the half-mi-lion 
of domestic servants out of work now. because the Government was 
allowing them 25s. a week for doing nothine. So it waa impcesib!e to 
get domestic servants. Look at the decraded estate thev were in. Rut 
they had equal political richts with the hiehest in the land. What 
was the value of equal political richts? A‘) political right wae nothing. 
Vou simply voted as one of a million. and there wae no va'ne in it 
Time was when a vote was worth at least a nint of beer, but that was 
not the case now. The nerson who voted like the nersen in Parlia 
ment. was not a person with anv qualification whatever. There wae ne 
oualification for Par'iament and no oualifeation for a vete. bnt there 








endeavour to mke out a caee for them. He was very sorry to have 
to sav it but the proporer. and a'so the eeconder of the motion, had | 
entire'y failed tv make out anv case. 


wis that the lac’es had helped to win the war. Let it be admitted 


thet they had. If they had not, would they have been worthy of | eaid “No.” To talk of their helping in the war was childish. To ask 


was a cualification for the profession. Men in the prefeccion were 
snppeged to be trained and competent. Were women that? Would 


The first argument put forward | thev ever herome that? Would thew ever he of the indicial onalitv to 


adminietor the laws of Eng'and to-dav? The whole hiet-rv of wontea 
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that they should be lifted up to the profession because they had done 


what they could in the war, as we all had, was abeurd. Not only had 
there been an entire absence of reason shewn for the proposition before 
the meeting, but there had been some attempt to butter over what 
reasons there were. They were not to be led away, if they were 

essional men with any courage in them, because ladies had helped, 
as ladies always did help, in the proper way in whatever was going; 
because if they did not, someone else was going to do it. They ought 
to take a different standpoint and say to the powers that be, to those 
who epent their lives in the administration of the laws of England, 
that it could do no good to the country, but it would do harm to the 
women of the country, to proceed any further with the measure. There 
was no doubt whatever, even if women went to the Bar, that to put 
them into a place and to give them command of a position which 
properly belonged to a highly skilled, highly trained business man, was 
to unwomanize the woman and to degrade her from the proper position 
of woman and to take away all her charm. 

Lieut. Woop (London), who wore khaki, said he had hoped the resolu 
tion would have been passed unanimously. The proposer of the motion 
had referred to the fact that the discussion of the subject was post 
— last year on account of the absence of young men of the pro 
ewsion, and it was thought that they should have an opportunity of 
expressing their opinion. That was not the case to-day. The seconder 
of the motion had said he had never heard any opposition raised by 
any member of the profession who had joined the forces. 
was not prepared to go quite so far as that, he had taken the trouble 
to speak to a large number of the men in the profession who had been 
serving with the forces, and he did not think that 10 per cent. of the 
men, either articled clerks or solicitors, objected to the admission of 
women to the profession. Then there was the point of view of the 
general pubiic. He had spoken to a number of commercial men on the 


Whilst he | 


matter, and the view they took was that, if women wanted to be ad- | 


mitted, there was no reason why they should not. They were not 
bound to go to them unless they wished. Surely that was a reply to 
the arguments of the last speaker. He said women ought not to be 
admitted because they were not capable of being solicitors. If they 
turned out to be incapable, he was sure the general public would not 
consult them—at any rate, a good portion of the genera! public. 
public said they believed in equality of opportunity, they believed that 
women should have equal rights with men, therefore they should be 
allowed to enter the profession. Then the general public could deter 
mine, when they needed a solicitor, whether women should be con 
sulted on certain matters, or not. He hoped the motion would be 
passed with a large majority, and it would show that solicitors would 
advance with the times and that, as a profession, they were willing 
to give equality and opportunity to women, equally with men. 

Mr. H. Monxcer (London) said he did not think that any apology 
was needed for solicitors giving the men in power support for the 
He thought that they ought not to speak of their willingness to 
pve the privilege to ladies to come into the profession as a war bonus. 

e did abhor the thought that it was giving something as a reward. 
He wanted the women to have it because they had an inherent 
capacity and ability, equal with men; he could not see any possible 
valid reason why they shouid for eo long have been debarred from 
earning their living, as probably they were well able to do, in the 
same way as the other sex. The crux of the discussion was the 
question of equality. Why, because a human being was born a woman, 
shou.d she be compelled to retire into oblivion and be debarred from 
exercising the gifte and talents with which she had been endowed? 
Let them give her the same chance as her fellow men. What he liked 
about the Bill was that there was an abolition of privilege, an abolition 
of close corporations, a throwing open to all who were able to fulfil ite 
requirements, the entry into the profession. Whereas he could support 
this Bill, he could not have supported the Bill brought in by Lord 
Buckmaster last’ year, which provided only for women entering the 
profession of solicitors. After a year’s interval, and seeing the pro- 

ess of the world, Lord Buckmaster had taken a step forward, and 

ad at last been compelled to admit women to the profession of the 
Bar. Whilst they were willing to admit women to the profession, why 
did Lord Buckmaster, by thie very Bill, seek to perpetuate the distinc 
tion which had existed between the Bar and the solicitors for so long? 
It was not done in so many words, but it was actually being done. 
He urged that Lord Buckmaster should seize this opportunity of 
removing all distinction of privilege between the barrister and the 
adlicitor. The members of the profession of the Bar should share, 
equally with the profession of the solicitor, the taxation which solicitors 
at present were bound to bear. This was a good opportunity for Lord 
Buckmaster to accept the suggestion, and to accede to any amend 
ment that might be offered to provide that both professions should 

ar the same liability to taxation for practising their profession, of 
whatever sex the members might be. 

Mr. W. A. Swarpe (vice-president, London) said he should not like 
to give a silent vote, and, being in favour of the Bill, he should like 
to say why he was so. He should agree with the observations of the 
gentleman who had opposed the Bill, as far as he had criticised the 

here, and the powers, and the aLilities of women. Those observations 

med to be true, but he thought that, whatever women might be, 
they had never been given the opportunity of trying how they could 
develop themselves and of improving and expanding their powers in the 
Practice of the law. He was not an advocate for a woman being a 
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in the position of the man who would never 


But he was not 
never learned 


soldier 


could swim, and, therefore, 





go into the water until he 
to ewim at all. He wanted to find out where these abilities were, and 
to give equal opportunity to every woman, as furnished by the Bill, 
The only way to do so was by throwing the profession open to them 
n geome such way as was proposed by the Bul He did not think that 
any very urge advantage would be taken of it, at any rate, lor some 
< siderable time and, in order to fortily his argument trom the 
| evidence 1 another proteasion, he had been at some pain to ascertain 
what had lappened in the medical prolession. The Medical Register* 
gave 42,000 names, and, as they were in alphabetical order, it waa not 
very easy to find out which belonged to women. However, he had 
app! ed to an author ty on the Medical Council, who assured him that 
the proportion of women to meg on the Medical Register was about 
one to twenty-eight—about 4 per cent.—-and, of course, they were 
congreg ted chiefly in places like Lond nm, where there Was a very large 
proportion When they remembered that more than half the patiente 
were women and children, and that, after something like forty or fifty 
years” opportunities had been offered to them, only 4 per cent had 
availed tine neeives of those ypportunities in a prolession ior whk h 
women were on all s specia and admittedly qualified in certayn 
matters, he did not think that, as regarded the solicitors’ prolesaion, 
there would be any great flood of women. Women. wou.d not come in, 
except, of course “in a few exceptional cases, and they would not, at 
any rate verwhelm the profession in any way tut, whether that 
were 80 or not, it Was no reason tor not opening the doors and welcoming 
women to the profession. He supported the resoiution most hearty, 
Although they uld not prohab y secure unanimity e was glad to be 





2 Wlicitor, because, in many respects, he did not think it a suitable | 


that 


able to add one more word as a step towards that unanimity at 
meeting 

Mr. CHarces Macxixtosn (London) supported the motion. He said 
the evidence of the medical profession would go to show that women 
would not be likely to do better in the solicitor profession, and that 
it was not kely that the solicitor profession would attract women, 
The Council id nsidered the matter, tnd they were satisfied that 
women would fr the tone of the profession as a whole, and that 
they would not be litigious when they had the opportunity The 
solicitor’s was a contentious profeasion, the medical profession was not, 


Women. as a rule, did not shine as litigants, and probably would not 


shine as advisers A second point—he would like to know from the 
Council, whether they would support a more comprehensive Bull. He 
saw no reason why a comprehensive Bill should not have been brough{ 
in pening a | pr less ne to women, There was no reason, to his mind, 
why the solicitor. or the barrister, should have been selected aa an 
é xpe riment He wished to put a third question Secing that eolm itors’ 
charges were regulated by statute, and they were now going to have 
their charges taxs d, w ” it quite fair that the Government should 


rate, an unlimited number 


thrust on them what was in theory, at any 

of competitors. It waa not likely there would be a very large number, 
but, seeing ti enormously superior number of women as compared 
with men in the country, it was juite possible there might be a larger 
influx into the profession than was expected. If that were so, solicitors 
charge vould continue to be taxed on the same acale as hitherto 
presumably, and there wou'd be more people to share them He was 
not eure they were wise in criticising the fact that their profession was 
to be selected for experiment. It was rather a complimeng than other- 


they ought to accept the Bill and give it 
He was not 


wise He did not think 
support without seeing what they were to get in return. 


s) @ecupation for her, any more than he thought she would make a good | sure that women would enhance the dignity of the profession. The 
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Bill was not so comprehensive that it would include notaries and special 
pleade rm, who were neither barristers nor solicitors. He would ask 
whether the charter of the Society would allow of women solicitors 








being admitted as members 
Mr R Ww Dispi~ Ls nd nh), a member ol! the Council, said that, as 


no member of the Council had opposed the motion, he should not like 
it to go forth that the Council were unanimous in supporting the Bill. 
He certainly should vote against it, and he should like to say why. 
The president had told them, in his opening remarks, that a very few 
years.ago this reso.ution would not have stood the slightest chance 


of being carried. It seemed that it would be carried by a majority at 
that meeting. There must have been some sort of change of circum 
stances to produce that result. What had that change been? He had 
listened to all the speakers, and could only find the suggestion that 
women had done so well in the war—as everybody admitted—that they 
ought not to be prevented from coming into the profession That 
implied that, if the Bill were passed and women were admitted into the 
profession, it would be done by way of giving them a sort of prize for 
their admirable conduct in the war. Could anything be more prepos 
terous Nobody objected to the reward or prize, Lut that was not the 
question What they had to decide upon, and what he should have 
thought, as being eminently acquainted with the needs and duties of 
the law, was, either that women were suitable to be members of the pro- 
He thought a duty devolved upon them to 
aay Yes or No Versonally, he thought they were quite unfit, 
for many reason This was saying nothing against them. They were 
quite unfit to serve in the Army as soldiers, but many of the arguments 
ought to go as far as to say that if they wanted to go into the Army we 
should only be compelled in the same way to let them go. It was quite 
absurd, and unless a case was made out that they were fit and suitable 
persons to become solicitors, he did not see how the meeting could vote 
for their admission simply Lecause Mr. Bonar Law, or anybody else, 
said women were to have equal opportunities with men. They were all 
agreed that women should have equal opportunities in matters which 
they could manage equally well; but he did not think it would be to the 
interest of the country, to the interest of the profession, or to the in 
terest of women themselves, that they should become members of the 
solicitor branch of the profession 

Mr. H. W. Preston (London) said it was not because women had 
done well in the war that they would become solicitors. They would 
have to pass the examinations which men had to pass. Then they would 
have to satisfy men and women whether they were fit to carry on their 
profession or not. If they failed to do so they would have failed, and 
no harm would have been done. Many men had failed. He personally 
agreed with the last speaker, if he would limit his remarks to the vast 
majority of women that would not be fit to carry’ on the solicitor, or 
any other, profession. But it would. be the exceptional woman who 
wanted to enter the profession. The only criticism he had heard passed 
on the Bill was that it was not an omnibus Bill It was asked why 
should women Le admitted to the legal profession and not to the pro- 
fession of architects, accountants, and the Church? and he failed to 
understand why this should be. If there was any right behind the pro- 
posal it should apply to all professions. It seemed to him that a repre- 
sentation should be made that it would be fair to hang up the Bill until 
im omnibus Bill had been passed. Women in the past had been forced 
into one or two channels It was very desirable, in the interest of the 
country, that the channels should be widened and that representations 
should be made to those in authority, particularly to Lord Buckmaster, 
that the operation of the Act might well be held-over until an omnibus 
Bill had been passed. He was prepared to move an amendment to that 
effect 

The motion was carried, fifty votes being given in its favour and 
thirty-three against. Mr. Dibdin and Mr. W. Melmoth Walters, mem- 
bers of the Council, voted against the motion 


fession or they were not 


Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Associaticn. 
AVIATION : ITS FUTURE AND LEGAL PROBLEMS 


A meeting of the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association was held 
on Monday, in the Inner Temple Hall, Lord Justice Duke taking the 
chair. Among those present were Master Sir Thomas Willes Chitty 
and Mr. Barrington-Ward 


Lieut.-Colonel T. W. Cartuew, D.S.O 
delivered a lecture entitled ‘‘ Aviation : its part in the war, its future, 
and legal problems Having given a number of instances of the great 
value of aircraft in the war in saving the situation in many instances, 
he said that a stage had now been reached when it was possible to say 
with comparative certainty, ‘‘I will get into my aeroplane in London 
and will arrive in Paris at a given time.’’ There were boundless possi 
bilities for the expansion of rapid transit in all directions, and it was 
absolutely essential that the various legal problems which arose should 
be tackled by people whose minds were trained in a legal way. It was 
robable that for some little time to come trans-oceanic flights by 
Reavies than-air machines would not become at all general. A point 
arrived at which it no longer paid to have too many engines in the 
machine. The dead weight had to be supported, and a large amount of 
fuel had to be carried, so that the space for passengers was very much 
limited. It was probable that the machine of the future would be a 
very swift three or four-seater machine, and a flight of 300 or 400 miles 
might be calculated on with certainty directly the necessary restrictions 
which had been imposed on aviation were removed. He ‘thought that 





R.A.F. (Inner Temple), 
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in a few months’ time aeroplanes would be comparatively common. In 
1912 the Congress of Nations in Paris considered the question of 
sovereignty in the air, but could not arrive at any unanimity, and one 
f the nations, Germany, stood fast for freedom of the air over all 
ountries. Could it be that Germany, in 1912, had conceived that it 
might be useful to her to announce the outbreak of hostilities by using 
her right over the air’ It was perfectly unthinkable, after our recent 
experience, that Great Britain should ever consent to any doctrine which 
allowed another nation free right of user over our air-epace without let 
or hindrance, because it would open up boundless possibilities, assum 
ing that the projected League of Nations came to nothing. Then as to 
individual rights. The generally accepted view was that an owner of 
property had an undoubted right of ownership of the air space towards 
the land usque ad coelum et ad inferos. A long series of judges had 
held that doctrine, but perhaps the matter had never been so important 
before. Lord Justice Fry had held that a man would have the right 
of removing a wire that crossed his iand, however high it might be in the 
air. It had, in fact, always been recognized by the common law that 
there was a right of air space usque ad coelum. He assumed that the 
commercial aircraft were going to ply for hire for bam ome and hire 
for goods. There was little dowbt they would hold themselves out as 
common carriers, to carry goods between fixed termini along certain 
routes, for hire. What would be their liability? The carrier, as an 
insurer, had to deliver his goods. He was only protected in one or two 
situations, such as ‘‘ the act of God’ and ‘‘ the King’s enemies.’’ When 
they considered what had been held to be ‘‘ the act of God,”’ it was 
evident that would have to be altered in dealing with the air. What an 
enormous amount of litigation was likely to ensue! Lord Justice James 
had defined ‘‘ the act of God”’ in Nugent v. Smith (1876, 1. P. D., p. 
444). A typhoon had been held to be ‘‘ the act of God.’’ When one 
was in the air would a very severe snowstorm be “‘ the act of God'’? 
Then, to take accidents. It had been assumed, he thought quite 
wrongly, that when aircraft were flying they would frequently be 
dropping an exhaust pipe, a wheel, a nut, or a piece of the engine. 

hings would not be quite so bad as that, but such things as these little 
minor accidents happened. In war time nobody took any notice, but 
more care would be taken in flying in time of peace. What would 
happen, supposing an aircraft came down in Piccadilly and killed 
half a dozen people’? Supposing their representatives started actions 
under Lord Campbell’s Act, would they be able to shew some act of 
negligence or default’ When negligence was considered, a large num- 
ber of difficult problems would arise. Take negligence in a moving 
hatte], supposing a driver showed a great want of skill, that might 
be evidence of undue want of skill. But, who was going to shew that in 
the case of the driver of an aeroplane? Already there were cardinal 
rules in flying which the driver must not transgress. If he was lvaving 
an aerodrome in a machine with a failing engine and turned down wind 
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with the intention of bringing himself into the aerodrome again, that 
would _— to be most negligence, for one of the cardinal Tules 
was, “Keep straight on in the case of a failure.”’ In that case, he 
thought that the negligence was such as to entitle the plaintiff to re 
cover, as it would have been a breach of one of the most elementary 
rules of piloting. All these questions would arise, and it was difficult 
to see how evidence was to be got as to whether there was negligence 
or not. There had been one or two cases which might have some bear 
ing, for instance, where a bag of sugar fell from a crane from which 
it was suspended. There the doctrine of res ipsa loquitur was sug 
gested, and the plaintiff recovered. Could that doctrine be applied 
in the case of an aeroplane, where a larger amount of care should be 
shewn? Assuming that the owner had a right of private property in 
the air space, usque ad coelum, would there be a right of action for tres 
pass against every aeroplane which crossed that air-apace’ ‘This became 
a very material point when the aeroplane was flying low, because the 
plaintiff might be able to show that there was damage done, say, to 
cows in a field, or a flock of sheep. It became a very materia) question 
as to whether the owner of the property had any real rights against 
the man using his aeroplane. He suggested that, at common law, he at 
present had, and if this was to be altered it would be necessary to have 
statutory authority. There was another matter which was very im 
portant. This was an infant industry, which had made enormous strides 
and had tremendous possibilities, but nobody quite knew what was the 
financial risk in starting an aviation company, because no one knew 
what the legal liabilities were. One branch of persons particularly con 
cerned were the underwriters. Very few aviation proprietors would be 
able to act as their own insurers, and they vail go to Lloyd's and 
similar companies for the purpose, and would say : ‘‘ We have a machine 
which is going to carry for hire from one point to another; we 
want to be relieved from all risks, and especially from third party risks.”’ 
lf the legal liability was to continue, that was a risk from which they 
would suffer. If the insurance companies were unable to take the risk, 
then the whole industry would be stifled. It did occur to him whether 
it would not be practicable to insist that all the people who 
registered for the ownership of aircraft should pay a smal) sunt, 6d 
or a shilling, for each flight, which should form a sort of indemnity 
fund, possibly under the control of the civil side of the Air Ministry 
The use of the fund would be that, when fatal accidents occurred, 
liabilities exceeding any amount whatever would be paid out of it 
out of a fund which would have been supplied from the moneys of 
the aviation people themselves. It would have the effect of limiting 
the liability on any one particular machine, so as to give an aviation 
ny rm @ possibility to insure itself. Speaking of the great advances 
of this country in aviation brought about by the war, he said he hoped 
we should be equally progressive in peace, and that we should not allow 
ourselves to be left behind. If the question of legislation and the in 
terpretation of statutes was not approached with a broad mind infinite 
harm might be done to an industry which he thought was epoch making. 
He thought there was plenty of litigation ahead, because it might be 
that these matters could not be settled so amicably as the insurance 
companies might desire; because there must be no let or hindrance to 
keeping Great Britain in the position with regard to aviation she was 
able to attain during the war. He hoped that in twenty years tim 
we should be as far ahead as we were now. 

Lord Justice Due congratulated Colonel Carthew on having comé 
back safely from the war and on having lectured on so interesting a 
subject. ‘He said that if aircraft could not cross London without secu 
ing a hundred thousand wayleaves there would not be much troul!: 
more especially if the risks of insurance were such that at the outset 
they could not be faced by the ordinary insurance agencies. Some of 
the aspects of litigation were entirely novel, but it was a consoling 
reflection that the law of this country was so well grounded and 
practical that there was no problem for which it could not find a 
solution. The ems of wayleaves, of actions, of nuisance, of actions 
of trespass, their answers in the works of authority and principles 
of the common Jaw, and he did not fear, as far as the courte were con 
cerned, that a satisfactory answer to all plaintifis would be found, but 
it —_ t be n to modify the transports of plaintiffs in the cir 

. The subject opened up aspects of fascinating interest to 
the citizen and to the law student, and also of the very greatest practi 
cal value to the country, as a great industria] and comme ial country, 
and with regard to: its present and future problems. ad possibly, 
the difficulties of security and defence, and, it might | fience. 
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Union Society of London. 


SESSION 1018-19. 

The annua] ladies’ night debate will take place in the Old Hall, 
Lincoln's Inn, on Wednesday, 9th April, 1919, at 8 p.m. Miss Helena 
Normanton will move : ‘‘ That ail branches of the legal profession should 

open Mr. J. A. Symmons will oppose. Members of 
the “Lyceum ”’ and “ Pioneer ’’ Clubs wi!] take part in the debate. 


Recivatp Hort, Hon. Sec. 
1, Dr. Johnson’s-buildings, Temple. 


The twentieth meeting of the society was held in the Middle Temple 
OGommon Room on Wednesday, 2nd April, 1919, at 8 p.m. The subject 
for debate was : ‘‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the time has come 
for restricting the freedom enjoyed by the Press in this country.’’ 
Opener, Mr. C. R. Hurle Hobbs; opposer, Mr. H. V. Rabagliati. The 
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motion was lost. 
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Prison Retorm. 


A number of prison reforms were, says the 7'imiw, advocated by a 
deputation from the Penal Reform League, which was received by the 
Home Secretary at the Home Office on 23th March Sir Evelyn 
Ruggles-Brise, chairman of the Prison Commission, was present, while 
assoelated with the League were about twenty organizations, 1c uding 
the Association of Headmistresses, the Federation of Uniform Women, 
several suffrage societies, the Womens Co-operative Guild, the Koyal 
British Nurses Association, and the National Union of British Nurses 

Among the reforms urged were the provision of reception houses for 
unconvicted prisoners, the appointment of women governors and women 
medical officers for women’s prisons ind of trained women nurses in 
all prisons, the discontinuance of otlicer pul nents and of the mience 
rule and strict separate confinement for prisoners, the co-operation of 
prisoners in their own discipline, and the discontinuance of dietary 
punishment, unnecessary humiliation eapecia ly lor women), 
ind the spy-hole 

The deputation also made 
and sanitary arrangements, 
trates of juvenile courts. It 

eared on account of indece 
should be asked to leave 

Mr, Shortt, in his reply, was 
good deal had been done in the 
last ten or taventy years, and that the spirit of progress Was sti i 
There was a financial difficu ty, he said, in the way of separate reception 
but he thought a great deal of the difficulty could be met by 
the more frequent and ready granting of bail by magistrates. 


in dress 


suggestions in regard to improved hygiene 
and urged the encouragement by “magis- 

was suggested that when a court was 
nt evidence, young persons of both sexes 


He pointed out that a 


svinpathetu 
prison reform during tlhe 


direction of 
strong 


nouses, 


ry. a » ~ ° 
The Institute of Shipbrokers. 

In the London Gazette of 28th March notice is given that a Petition 
of Sir Thomas Lane Devitt, Bt., Past President of the Voluntary Asso- 
ciation known as The Institute of Shipbrokers,’’ and others, praying 
for the grant of a Charter of Incorporation to the said Association, by 
the name of ‘‘ The Institute of Chartered Shipbrokers,’’ has been pre 
sented to His Majesty in, Council; and, His Majesty having referred 
the said Petition to a Committee of the Lords of the Council, Notice is 
further given, that all Petitions for or against such grant should be 
delivered at the Privy Council Office on or before the 28th day of 
April next 


The War Office and the Re-toration 
of Pasture Land. . 


H. Oakley, president of the Surveyors Institution, has ar 
; Mr. S. H. Whitbread 





Mr. J 


nounced his decision as arbitaator in a claim by 


of South Park, Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, against the Secretary of 
State for War in respect of the restoration of pasturedand which had 
been destroyed through multary occupation 

The arbitrator states that the land—about fiity-seven acres in extent 


clause that on giving up possession 
the Secretary for War should relay all permanent pasture damaged and 
generally restore the whole of the premises, or pay compensation The 
parties agreed that an expenditure of £251 would be necessary to restore 
the land as permanent pasture, and it was contended that Mr. Whit- 
bread was entitled to this amount as compensation. On the other hand, 
it was submitted that the reinstatement clause did not impose on the 
Secretary for War an obligation to pay the cost of restoring the land as 
permanent pasture, but only to make good and restore the premises, or 
to pay to Mr. Whitbread a sum to compensate him for loss or damage 
by the destruction of the permanent pasture 


was let, subject to a reinstatement 





Stating his award in the form of a special case, the arbitrator says 
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that if, in the opinion of the Court, the true construction of the clause 
was that contended for on beha!f of Mr. Whitbread, then he found 
that the sum payable by the Secretary for War was £231; otherwise 
nothing 

Sir Trustram Eve and Mr 
of the Secretary for War 


ar dt 


was payable 
m be} ' f 


vidence 


is much more 


Edwin Savil who 
declared that t ind w 


in as pasture 


gave ¢ 
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Extra-Judicial Work by Judges. 


The following correspondence has passed between the Secretary of 
State for War and the Lord Chancellor with reference to the appoint 
ment of a chairman of the committee which is to be set up to inquire 
into Courts-martial procedure Last Wednesday Mr. Churchill wrote 


the follow ing letter to the Lord Chancellor 

My dear Lord Chancellor As you know [ am anxik 
of the High Court should act is chairman of the ce 
being appointed to 
Schuster, in his lett 
but impossible 


is that a Judge 
mmittee which is 
edure, Lut Sir Claud 


4 ould be all 


inquire into Courts-martial pro 
r of llth March, informed us that this 


I now understand. however. that rangements might be made for 
Sir Charles Darling to undertake this work. and in vis f his great 
experience in the Court of Criminal Appeal, I should be grateful if vou 
would plac e his services at our disposal 

As I am being pressed to announce the composition of the committee. 
perhaps you would send me a very early repls 

Lord Birkenhead replied 

27th March 
My dear Secretary of State,—I fully realize the importance of the 


1 


work which lies before the ommittee about to be appr inted to inquire 
into Courts-martial pr cedure and havir regard to the urgent need 
that it should be presided over by a Judge of long experience in criminal 
matters, I am prepared, with Sir Charles Darling's consent, to arrange 
that he should place his services at ir disposal for the purpose 

I feel bound, however. to point it how very serious is the call made 


by different Departments of State upon the services of the Judges, and 


the grave consequences which must ensue to litigants if the Judges are 
frequently unable to perform their judicial duties by reason of their 


At present, out of 
ef Justice 


being obliged to undertake work of this character 
the aixteen Judges of the Kir Bench D the Lord Cl 
J 1 States, M1 


is absent in the Unitec Justice Sankey’s time is fully 
occupied with his work as chairman of the Mines Commission, Mr 
Justice Salter is acting as chairman of the committee set up under the 
British Nationality and Status of Aliet Act, and Mr. Justice Roche’s 


time is much occunied with an inqnifv set on food by the Ministry of 
Labour In the Chancery Division, Mr. Justice Sargant is presiding 
over a committee to advise the Treasury in certain matters relating to 
patent rights, Mr. Justice Younger is occupied with the Aliens Com 
mittee, and Mr. Justice Peterson with work at the Foreign Office. 
Meanwhile the general volume of litigation vhich was somewhat re 
duced during the war, shews ms of rease, and the demands for the 
time of Judges on circuit are no less than before 

In these circumstances T hope that arrangements can Le made whereby 


part at least of the work of the Cotfrts-martial Committee may be accom- 
plished in the Easter Vacation, as is the wish of Sir Charles Darling. 
and I hope that, so far as possible ich of the work as will be done 
during term time will be done after four o'clock, so as to interfere as 


little as possible with Sir Charles Darling’s judicial sittings 


© 
What are Farm Wages ? 

At Downham Market, Norfolk, on 31st March, says the Times, Davis 
Brown, of Marham Hall, President of the Farmers’ Federation, was 
summoned for paying ihsufficient wages to certain of his employees. 

The proceedings were brought to test whether lump sum payments 
could be reckoned as wages under the Corn Production Act. The Agri 
cultural Wages Board contended that they could not, their interpreta- 
tion of wages being that they are payments made regularly to regular 
men for regular ascertained and that Michaelmas and harvest 
money, and also payments made to an employee for each ram let or 
sold, did not come within this interpretation. For the defence it was 
argued that the Order stated that wages should be paid at the rate of 
36s. a week, and if the total annual payments averaged that amount it 
was within the meaning of the Order 

The Bench decided that Michaelmas money, 
wage, was wages, but that harvest 
amount for each ram let or sold were not wages 
go to the Divisional Court 


L 
work 


being a fixed standing 
und payments of a certain 
The case will probably 
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The Historical Manuscripts Commission has been reappointed with 
the following membership :—Sir Charles Swinfen Eady (Master of the 
Roils) (Chairman), Lord Crawford, Lord Rosebery, Lord Dartmouth, 
Lord Mostyn, Lord Fitzmaurice, Sir H. C. M. Lyte, Sir F. G. Kenyon, 
Mr. C. H. Firth, Mr. A. F. Pollard, Mr. R. A. Roberts. and Mr: 
Ball. Mr. A. E, Stamp is appointed secretary of the Commission. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stcpents Desattne Socrety.—At a meeting of the society, held 
on 25th March, 1919 (Capt. G. E. Tunnicliffe in the chair), the subject 


for debate was, ‘‘ That the case of Roff v. British and French Chemical 
Vanufacturing Co. and Gibson (1918, 2 K. B. 677) was wrongly de- 
cided. Mr. R. Oliver opened in the affirmative; Mr. C. Tuson 
seconded in the affirmative; Mr. H. E. Girling opened in the negative; 
Mr. A. Harnett seconded in the negative. The following members also 
spoke: Messrs. R. P. Croom-Johnson, D, Nimmo, A. E. Johnson, A. H, 
Gregson, A. M. Akiwumi and A. C, Dowding. The motion was carried 


by turee votes, 





Legal News, 


Appointments. 
NEW KING’S COUNSEL. 

His Majesty the King has been pleased to approve, on the recom- 
mendation of the Lord Chancellor, the names of the following gentle 
men for appointment to the rank of King’s Counsel :— 

1873 1897 
Richard Ringwood Ernest Wingate Wingate-Saul 
1899 





1877 
Sir William Garth Edwin Max Konstan 

1878 Arthur Fairfax Charles Coryndon 
ow dal] . ‘ Luxmore 
mes ee ans Alexander Martin Sullivan 


900 
William Courthope Townshepd 


Wilson 


Henry Strother Cautlev 
Samuel Henry Emanuel 


1839 Walter Greaves Lord 
John Mahan Gover 1901 

1890 Captain Albert Profumo 
Charles Edward Dyer Charlies Robertson Dunlop 

1891 


Thomas Artemus Jones 
George Frederick Lloyd Mortimer 1902 
Danie. Stephens Henry Honywood Curtis Bennett 

1893 1903 
Alfred Ravenscroft Kennedy 
John Gibbard Hurst 
Edward Marlay Samson William Norman Raeburn 
Alexander Neilson 1904 
, 186 


8 Patrick Hastings 
Malcolm Martin Mac- 


The Hon. Major Frank Boyd Merriman 
1905 


naghten 


Fustace Gilbert Hills Frederick Tempe Barrington 
Sir Claud Schuster Ward 
1895 1906 


Sir Hamar Greenwood, Bt. 
The Rt. Hon, James Ian 


James Francis Wallace Galbraita 
Mac- 


Stuart James Bevan 
Robert Frederic Bayford pherson 
1896 1908 


Major Alexander Thomas Miller. 


Charles Albert McCurdy 
will attach himself to Mr. Justice 


We are informed that Mr. Galbraith 
Sargant’s Court 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Henry Bankes Asnton and Corin MorGan OLfivVER, solicitors 
Bankes, Ashton & Co.), Bury St. Edmunds, Stowmarket, and Ixworth. 
March 28. The said Henry Bankes Ashton will] continue to carry 0@ 
the said practice under the same style or name as heretofore. 

Frepertck Grorcr NEAvE and Pari Howarp Morton, solicitors 
Neave, Morton, & Co.), Outer Temple, 222, Strand. March 27. In 
future such business will be carried on by the said Frederick George 
Neave under the style or firm of Neave, Morton, & Co. 

Harry Herserr SANperson and Joun Jounson Tut Ferens, s0li- 
citors (Sanderson & Ferens), 17, Parliament-street, Kingston-upom 
Feb. 28 

[Gazette, April 1. 
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Information Required. 


Will of the late DAVID ROBERT FALCONER, of Leadenhall- 
street, E.C., and ‘‘ Kinmouth,’’ Chobham-road, Woking, Surrey. Any 
solicitor or other person having prepared or having any knowledge of 
the will of the above is asked to communicate with Messrs. Hubbard, 
Son, & Eve, 7, Queen-street, Cheapside, E.C., solicitors for the next 
of kin. 





General. 


The Honourable Society of Gray’s Inn will entertain its Treasurer, 
the Lord Chancellor, at a house dinner in Gray’s Inn Hall on Friday, 
9h May. The Benchers have recently commissioned Mr. Glyn Phil ipot, 
A.R.A., to paint Lord Birkenhead’s portrait, hung in the Hall 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, Mr. Bonar Law, Lord Privy 
Seal, replying to Mr. Clough, said that the question of appointing 
women magistrates had not yet Leen considered by the Government 
Answering a supplementary question, the right hon. gentleman said he 
could not state when the question would be considered, but he supposed 
it would have to be considered some day. 

According to the Wireless Preas a Berlin message 
that the transport from Allied countries to Germany of foodstuffs which 
heve been lying at Rotterdam was commenced last Saturday Already 
250,000 cases of condensed milk and from 6,000 to 7,000 tons of bacon 
have been shipped. The 7'’imes adds that the Food Controller, with the 
consent of the Minister of Labour, has appointed as chief British repre 


to be 


of 3th March says 


sentative on the Rotterdam Food Mission Mr. G. F. Rey, an assistant 
secretary at the Ministry of Labour and formerly Director-General of 
National Labour Supply in thé Ministry of National Service. The 


Supreme Economic 


Rotterdam Mission has been established by the 
supplying food to 


Council in connection with the arrangements for 
Germany. A 


In the House of Commons on 28th March, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, in 
answer to a question by Lieutenant-Colonel W. Guinness as to whether 
the British Government on 3rd May, 1918. recognized the Esthonian 
National Council as a de facto independent body ; and whether the Gov 
ernment of Admiral Kolchak has been, or would now be, likewise recog 
nized, said the answer to the first part of the question was in the 
affirmative. As regards the latter part. although Admiral Kolchak’s 
Government enjoyed the support and sympathy of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, he was unable to make any statement at present, seeing that the 
question of the policy t« be pursued in regard to Russia was one which 
concerned the Allied Powers as a whole. 


Captain Guest, Joint Parlia- 
Bottomley, said 

Justice 
Horatio 


In the House of Commons on Monday, 
mentary Secretary to the Treasury, replying to Mr. 
The Committee on Courts-martial is composed as follows :—Mr 
Darling, chairman; General the Earl of Cavan, Mr 
Bottomley, M.P., Lord Hugh Cecil, M.P., Major Claude Lowther, 
M.P., Mr. A. Hopkinson, M.P., Mr. S. Walsh, M.P.. Brigadier 
General V. FE. W. Childs, Deputy Adjutant-General; Sir Felix Cassel 
K.C., Judge-Advocate-General: Brigadier-General G. 8. Mellor, Deputy 
Judge- Advoc ate-Ge neral. The terms of reference are to inquire into the 
law and rules of procedure regulating Courts-martial, both in peace and 
war, and make recommendations. 


At Watford Police Court, on 26th March, says the T’imes, Sydney 
James Ellis, solicitor, of Watford, lately magistrates’ clerk, was com- 
mitted for trial on charges of converting clients’ money to his own use. 
Hertert Attenborough, accountant, said that the defendant’s average 
monthly drawings in 1917 were £316, and in the following year £247. His 
partner’s drawings only averaged £30 monthly. Norman Kelly, the de 
fendant’s partner, said that he brought £1,000 a0 capital into the firm. He 














was in the Army two years, 


and on his return called in an accountant, 
Afterwards he consulted a solicitor, dissolved the partnership, and swore 
an information before the Court. His father paid off £16,000 liabilities of 


the firm The defendant, who reserved his defence, was admitted to 
bail, himself in £500 and two sureties of £250 
The Legal and General Life Assurance Society's Bill came before the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords (Lord Donoughmore) 
mn Tuesday as an unopposed measure. The object of the Bill is to change 
the title of the society to The Legal and General Assurance Society. 
The main clauses empower the society to carry on every class of Lusinese 
transacted by life assurance companies and not authorized by the 
ginal Deed of Settlement luding fire, marine, burglary, live stock, 
sircraft, and other insurance After slight amendments the Bill was 
illowed t proceed 
Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMFRGORNCY APrral Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justire 
—_ Reva No. 1. Ever. SARGANT. 
Monday April 7 Mr. 8 ge Mr. Jelly Mr. Charch Mr. Farmer 
Tnesday \ Blox»sm “nce Farmer Jolly 
Wednesday .. 9 Vorrer Ploxam J ily Synge 
Thursday 10 Goldschmidt Vorrer Sy ge Rloxam 
Frida 1 Leach Gol 'se!:midt Bloxam Berrer 
Saturday 12 Courch Leach Borrer Lokischmidt 
Dat Mr Justuve Mr. Juatice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, 
ave ASTRO RY Younarr, PETERSON, LAWRENCE 
VMoenday April 7 Mr. Leach Mr Golds hmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Vloxvam 
Tu-sday i Charech Leach G. \dechmidt Borrer 
Wed esday .. © Farmer Charch Leac Gold-«chmidt 
l \ureday oa oe Jolly Farmer Church Leac 
Friday eae aa ~wnee Jolly Farmer Charch 
Saturday .... 12 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 


Widnes up N onces. 


JOUNT STOCK COMPANIES 
Limirep «xn CHANCERY. 
Lond Gazett Fripay, March 28 
Cyprian Minitno Co,, Lr Creditors are required, on or before April 90, to send 
ill rticular 1 writing, to Receiver, Cyprian Mining Co., Ltd., Government 
Of N », Cypr 
Norrarere Exrort Co Ix Votuntary Ltqvipation.)—Creditors are required, 
n f April 17, t nd their s and addresses, and the partioulars of 
us, to R nald Geor Pye, 36, Budge-row, liquidator 
UNLim! ») IN CHANCERY 
LLY r Primitive Mernsopist Craret Creditore are required or before 
Apr 9. t ‘ pa ila f such claims to the Trustees, oare of Diggles & 
0 n, 22, Booth-st., Manchester 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 


Policy Holders should have ' 

perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer according] DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26. King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years). have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to adviee those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, w wks of art, bric-A-brac, a 
apotia lity. fApvrt.) 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





“MOTOR. PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PR OF ITS 


which ; are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks nnder One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


SPECIALISTS 
Suitable 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information, write: 








Clauses for 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Insertion in Leases’ and Mortgages of 


Licensed. Property, settled ty Counsel,'will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Cum. 
L i Ma 2s 


Eeyest WitttamM, 2nd Baron, We 
Hughes Onelow, Royal ¢ 
Westu 


tmineter 


Last Dar oF 
Gazette Fmipay 
Pember- 
Pember 


June 30 
Leigh 


lheok-ef 


Rt. Hon 
arts. Perey 


Green, Master 
Old Queen-st 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 


CLAIM 
Mar 


Gaimrnoner 
te a vy 
n, 30, 


Day OF 
tte Fripay 


Last 
zs 


Syre tt 


1Aze 


Joux W «& Son 


ave ment 

Wititam, Br MAI 
Resecoa, Swansea, Glam 
CHARLES EI 
Son & (x 
Hexserr, 


(ABBOTT, 

Brixham 
Nesh, Swansea 

fecturer Ay 


' t ert } sen 


A DAMS 
ALLEN 
AUSTIN 

Grundy 
BAKkenr 


Sout 
Mane hee 
Brightou 


WAR 


SIDNEY 
Inn-tglds 
Jane OaTHERINE 
Rosert 
28, Old Queen-et 
nbridge, Kent 


uM 


Wardour April 
M.G., Pekls 


EDWARD, 


Bates 
Burpox, Sir 
Hood 
Manta, I 
t., Cannon-s 
Beeserr, Hectn Gaees, Prin rt . Hamp 
nett t ( 


Bri, Francis Howse & Eve Salter’s Hall 
‘ 
stead April #0 Vareden, Bur 
ivendish-sq 
Canen-Gomm I Trower, Still, Parkin & 


Ke 


(‘INN 


ne. 5 ‘ , ; » Ing 
hfleld < € ne & Karuth, 10 and 


ALaw Epwarp 
ll, Austin-friars 
THomas EDWARD, 
St nae & 


censed Victualler April 28 
yomebury 
( rid ; Iney J 


Syrett «& 


("Ross 
Routh sat! 
Cambridge 


Finsbury 


Miller 
Sons, 45 


Crstayce, Eitzaserm Jarvis 
Dasns, ELizasern, Sh« 
pavement 
Henry HamInTron 
feld Wright, Hitchin 
Farrer Lypta Lecy, Gloucester 
Alton, Hants 
Francts Witt 


werd S 


Fousrs, Melb May 3. Frederick Ash 
Herts 


ter? 


Ever, 


9. Downie & Gadhban, 


16. Charles A. Brown 


FINN tay Ne 
irch-s 
THORPE Josern, Grea 
Great Grimsby 

Groner, Ennis-rd 
Bankcohmbrs., F 
Samee., Reading 
Wittim Weis 5, Pro Ar 


Graces 
Fer t Grime rineer Vay 1 Leo] 


Yard Foreman Ma 


F CRBANK 
" 


Blandy 
“4. KR 


GoopDALl 
Harerisow 
On 
COLIN 


Blandy & 
ter ril 


Bexhill-on-Sea 
Hall-ct 


verpoc 


SapLer 
Eve } 
Currir, | 


aowee & Salter's 
Hixnptey, WitLtam 
St. Helens 
FREDERICK Altr 
chester 
Horesrteto, Witttam Jasper 
& Fielding, Sheffield 
Eira, Black Ar 
Heerer Jous, St 
Sir James. Lane? t 
« Hardenetle, 11, ¢ 


Hoop 


Hent 
INGLETO™N 
INNES 


James Horatio, 
Newtown Pet 
Hvenes, Grorar 

Bangor. Pet 
LAWTON, PERCIVAL 

Clerk, Barnsley. Pet 
Lone, Joux, Guiseley, 

March 7. Ord 
Lorp, Joun EDMUND 

Pet. Jan. 8. Ord 
Macrer, [Pierre Monss, 

Court. Pet. Sept. 18 
Wacr, Gaston 

High Court. Pet 
Westwoop, Epwarp 

bury Pet. March 24 
WINTERS WimtttaM 
Trur Pet 


Bankruptcy Notices. | wm: 


Lond Gazette Fripay, Marah 28 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


Horatio, Liandrinded Wells 

wtown Pet. March 34. Ord. March 

jounson, Jonuw Grove, Redcliffe-gdns West 
ton High Court Pet. March 3. Ord 

JOHNSON PARTINGTON JPFFFREY Lancaster-4 
croft-rd., Brixton Hil Accountant H 
Pet. Maroh 5. Ord. March 3 

Lawrow, Percrvat Tuomas, Barneley, Coll 
Barnsley. Pet. March 26. Ord. March 

Lone, Jonun, Guiseley, Yorke, Dyer Lue 
March 7. Ord. March & 

Wace. Gastow Fraeperntcx Baranp, St \ ns 
High Court. Pet. March 2&4. Ord. Mare 

Westwoop, Epwarp Perracivat, Tring, Hert 
A vylesbury Fet. March 24. Ord. March 

Wrivrers, Witintam Henny Perranwell 
Pure Mareh 2 Ord. Mar 24 

FIRST MEETINGS 

Banxer, FRepericx Stren Lewin, 
Nursery man April 4 at 11.30 
Castle-st., Canterbury 

Hee, James Horatio 
April 15 at 2.90 
bury 

JOHNSON, 
ton 


» 


Jan 
Her JAMES 
N 
Bromp 


SIMMONDS Joux 
Manager 


Annul. March 3 


Pet 

1919 
Canterbury 

Off. Re 6R\ London Gazette 

Printer 


Shrews 


Liandrindod Wells 
Of. Re« Swan-hill Pamir H 
Court. Pet. Jan. 7 
Heavistpes, Jom~ James, 

Stockton-on-Tees 
Hoox, 
High Court 
Prazey, Marrow, 

Feb. 10. Ord 
[son KATHLEEN, 
Shrewsbury 


CLARKE, 


nw 
Redecliffe-gdns., West Bromp 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Jerrary, Lancaster-pl Rush 
Hill, Accountant April 9 at 12 
Oarev-st 
Tonbridge, Miller April 4 
at 230. Off. Ree., 12a, Marlborough-pl., Brichton 
Wace, Gastow Freperick Bararp, St. Albans, Herte 
April 9 at 11. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st 
Notice substituted for that pul 
Gasette, March 21 
Lance, Pork Butcher 
Byrrom-st., Manchester 


Joux Grove 
April 9 at 11 
Jounson, PArtTiIxneTon 
eroft-rd., Brixton 
Bankruptey-bkigs 
Srmonps, Henserr James 


Pet. Jan 


Ryton, 


Amended lished in 
p’Aso, Hexwry DARWIN 
Stockbroker'e Clerk 


March 1 


Salford 
Reo., 


Warr, Catre Jou 


March 31 at on 


March 
BaRnett 


| 


| L¥apeerter, Mantua, Fleetwood, Lancs. April 25. 

Lewis, Epwarp, yr T , Colliery Contractor. 
& Daniel, Merthyr Tydél. 

Lipineton, Atraep, Grove-mnsns., Clapham Common. May 1. 
King, Bath. 

LivemaM, Jane Ettzasere, Hethersage, Derbys May 4 
Chesterfield 

Master, Giteert NaTeanies 
Co 


A p>) Conttg & Hodson, Fleetwood. 
pril 14. Simons, Smyth 


Stone, Thomas & 
Stanton & Walker, 
Crewley, Arnokl & 
Barrow- 


Hosains, Leigh-on-Sea. April 25. 


| 

| 1, Dean's-yard, Westminster 
Meeray, Etizastra, 

in- Furness 

| 

| 


April 14. Joseph VPickavance, 


Riley, Halifax. 


Barrow-in-F urnets 


Narion, Jane Etizasern, Halifax. May 7 
Pact, Ettsw Mrra, Thornton Heath, Surrey 


May 1. Rider, Heaton, Meredith @ 

Mille, 8, New-sq., Lincoln's Ina 
Pattixsen, Tomas, Macclesfield, Oheshire April 2. Arthur T 

Macclesfield 

Fairhazel-gdns., South Hampstead. May 7. John Hands, 97, 
May 12. Cornish & Forfar, 
April 2%. 
Kirby, Son & 
May 1. 


George R. Bonnor, Gloucester 
May 10. F. W. Butterfield, 


Geo. M 
Pattinson, 


Benpita, 
Gresham -et 
Poott, Josera BRooxssans, 
Liverpool. 
ERNesT, 
Manchester 
Pcttas, CAROLine, 
Harrogate. 
Qrance, Jonuw Eustace, 
Moss, Manchester 
Ricnsgps, Emma, Barnwood, Glos. 
Ritter, Joun Hartizsy, Keighley, 
Keighley 
Roskert, Mary, Fleetwood, Lancs. April 25 
ROSLINGTON, ARTHUR Waker, Eastbourne 
lane House, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
James Batmatn, Arohibald-rd., Tufnell 


College-hill, Cannon-st 
Seetey, Epwarp, Tunbridge Wells. April @&. E. Charles Frend, Tunbridge Wells. 


Suaw, Evrzasern, Manchester. April 25. W. La Coste Bowden, Manchester 
Sxerton, Marta Marr, Brighton. May 2. Griffith & Smith, Brighton. 
Soren, Wiittmam Hewer, Harrow, Middx., Draper. April 25. Finnie, 
Linnell & Chessher, 5, Clifford-st. 
Starker, Ricnarp, Borough High-st., Provision April 29. E 
July &. C. 


Sone, 115, Leadenhall-st 
Maida Vale. 
April 30. H. B. Wediake, 


Fiza, 


Glyn Myfyr, Denbigh. 


House Arthur Payne, 


Pves Manchester, Lodging Keeper. 


Knaresborough, Yorks May 6 Atkinson, 


Birkdale, Lanev, Merchant Grover, Smith & 
April 3. 


Yorks, Butcher. 


Crosby & Hodson, Fleetwood 
May 3. Peter Thomas & Clark, Bush. 
Ormonde May, 4, 


Park. April 86. 


SCOTT 


Agent. F. Turner & 


STARLING, BensamiIn Atreev, Leith-mnsne., R. Woolley, 
50, Lincoln's Inn-fields 

Surron, Ciara Ettzasern, Gillespie-rd., Finsbury Park. 
Saint & Co, Bank-chmbre., Finsbury Park. 

MaRrcaret Anse, Wimbledon, Surrey. April 30. Francis & Crookenden, 


23, Lincoln's Inn-fields. 

Texnant, Tomas, Thorner, Fddisons & 
Lupton, Leeds. 

Tuomas, Hexry Groner, Southampton, 
Bassett, Southampton 

TnompPson, CHARLOTTE EDita Mary, Scarborough 
28, Lincoln’e Inn-fields 

Wapsworra, Hever, Halifax, Yorks, Cotton Spinner. 

Halifax 

Thomas Writ, Bournemouth, 


Briggs & Co., Stockport 
Warner, Lewts,-Chislehuret, Kent. April 26. Powell & Skues, 34, Essex-st., 
Highbury Kenda!!, 


SWANN, 


Yorks, Cattle Dealer. May 10. Nelson, 


Secretary. May 17. Bassett, Stanton & 


Apri] 30. Frere, Cholmeley & Co., 


May 10. John R. Farrar, 


Warp, Hat Manufacturer. April 30. Brown, 


Strand 

Warsow, Lovrsa. Flwood.-et., 
Carey-st., Lineoln’s Inn. 

Wetterman, Sawore Fitcnert, Hyde, Cheshire, Contractor 
Hyde 

Warre, Witertam Harry, Essex-rd., Canonbury, Printer. 


May 1. Frice & Francis, 61, 
April 28. H. Bostook/ 


April 26. F. O. Chinner, 





ADJUDICATIONS 
Llandrindod 


THomas, Barnéley, Yorks, Colliery 
March 26 
Yorks, 
March 25 
Pall Mall, London 
March 26 
Mount-st., 
Ord 
Frepernicx Bararp, St 
March & 
PERCIVAL, 


Henry, 
Merch & 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


WILLIAM, 
Nottingha» 


RECEIVING 
High Holborn 
Ord 

Stockton-on-Tees, 
Pet. Maroh 26 
Peacy Epwarp Grorar, 


Bournemouth 
Maroh 27 


Pet. March 17 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March HM. 

CHA WNER, 
Croydon. 


& Co., 38, Maddox-st 
. ‘San June 1. Enoch Evans & Son, Walsall. 


Wrirner, Wititam Samvet, Walsall, Staffe. 
Woopcock, Sanam Etrza, Southport. May 1. Preston & Smith, Manchester. 


| REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
s ESTABLISHED 1823 
Empowered by Specia: Acts of Partiameat, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in ——— 
The Law Costs on Loans are regulated Scale. 
Paid-up Share and Debensure Capital. £764,825, 
830. Coleman 8&St., London, £.C. 


, AZETTE (published by authority) snd 

et OmDOn and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE. — No. 120, CHANCERY LANK, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 

HENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agen t 


Wells Printe 
March 24 
Butcher 


Ord 
Liandudno, 
March 22 


4 
Ord 


Ord. March 3 
Dyer Leeds ret 


High Court 


Berkeley sq Hizh 
March 26 
Albans, Herts 
Ord. March 24 
Tring, Herts. Ayles 
March 3 
Ferranwell, 
Ord. Mareh 24 





Ord 
Cornwall 


Grantham, 


Fellmonger's | 
Adjud July 2 


1914 


[vespay, Apri! | 


ORDERS kept for free reference. By 


File of “Londen Gazette 
appointment. 
AW.—GREAT SAVING.— For 


| Ad payment 25 per cent. will be taken off 
| writing charges :— 


Dealer High 


March 25 





Labourer 
Maroh 2. 
Builder 


Ord 
Belgrave-rd 
15. Ord. March 27 
High Court Pet 
Dorrington, Shrewsburv 
Ord. March 27 


Full 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. 


| KERR & 
16, Furnival St., BB olbe 


Surrey, 
26. Ord 


Furley, 
Pet. Feb 


Downey, 


£ ‘y 


i eee ee 


et SNE CEG AY ODETTE PUBIC I BR LIE Zs 


ee oe 


SN otal  Aa  Als 











